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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. HARTZLER).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
October 5, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable VICKY
HARTZLER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

————
AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Madam Speaker, I think
you will note today that from both
sides, the Democratic side and Repub-
lican side, there will be those of us who
come to the floor to speak about bring-
ing our troops home from Afghanistan.
Friday of this week will be 10 years
since we committed our troops to Af-
ghanistan.

I would like to quote from Andrew
Bacevich, in an article 2 years ago, and
the title, ““T'o Die for a Mystique”:

“To apply to the Long War, the
plaintive query that General David
Petraeus once posed with regard to
Iraqg—‘Tell me how this ends’—the an-
swer is clear: No one has the foggiest
idea. War has become like the changing
phases of the moon. It’s part of every-
day existence. For American soldiers
there is no end in sight.”

Madam Speaker, that also applies to
Afghanistan. Ten years later, so many
have died, so many have been wounded.

I say to the House with humility and
regret that I have signed over 10,400
letters to the immediate and extended
families of the fallen from both Iraq
and Afghanistan. Obviously, the major-
ity of letters now are to the families of
those who have been killed in Afghani-
stan.

Poll after poll has shown that the
American people in large percentages
want our troops home now. This num-
ber of people continues to grow as the
number of dead and wounded increases.

Madam Speaker, beside me is a post-
er of a young Army couple where the
husband has lost both legs and an arm.
How many more have to give their
lives, their minds, and their bodies for
a corrupt Afghan leader named Karzai?

I encourage the people of this coun-
try to put pressure on Congress, espe-
cially the Republican leadership, by
calling their Members of Congress and
telling them to bring our troops home
before the 2015 deadline.

Why do I say 2015? I will quote Sec-
retary Gates as he appeared before the
Armed Services Committee in Feb-
ruary of this year.

Secretary Gates: “That is why we be-
lieve that beginning in fiscal year 2015,
the United States can, with minimal
risk, begin reducing Army active duty
end strength by 27,000 and the Marine
Corps by somewhere between 15,000 and
20,000. These projections assume that
the number of troops in Afghanistan
would be significantly reduced by the
end of 2014”—by the end of 2014—‘in ac-

cordance with President Obama’s strat-
egy.va

Madam Speaker, the problem there is
that 2014 becomes 2015, 2015 becomes
2016. How many more have to die? How
many more have to lose legs and arms
and try to live the rest of their lives in
that kind of situation?

Madam Speaker, I learned just re-
cently that the Chinese are in Afghani-
stan buying copper, and this soldier
told me that his unit was notified that
the Chinese needed protection. How
crazy is crazy? And our young men and
women are over there walking the
roads of Afghanistan.

American people, join those of us in
Congress in both parties. Let’s bring
them home now, not 2015.

Madam Speaker, as I always close on
the floor and I will close again today, I
ask God to please bless our men and
women in uniform. I ask God to please
bless the families of our men and
women in uniform. I ask God in His
loving arms to hold the families who
have given a child dying for freedom in
Afghanistan and Iraq. I ask God to
please bless the House and Senate that
we will do what is right in the eyes of
God for His people. And I will ask God
to give wisdom, strength, and courage
to President Obama that he will do
what is right in the eyes of God for
God’s people.

And I close by asking three times,
God please, God please, God please con-
tinue to bless America.

TEN YEARS OF WAR IN AFGHANI-
STAN: THE COSTS ARE TOO HIGH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, on
Sunday, newspapers across the country
reported that the total number of U.S.
military deaths in Afghanistan since
2001 is 1,780. This tally may be slightly
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incomplete because of lags in report-
ing.

One thousand seven hundred and
eighty servicemen and women, Madam
Speaker. Husbands and fathers, wives
and mothers, sons and daughters,
brothers and sisters—holes created in
families and communities that can
never be filled, losses that will be felt
for a generation or more.

Saturday began a new fiscal year,
Madam Speaker, fiscal year 2012. Ac-
cording to the Congressional Research
Service, the estimated war funding for
Iraq and Afghanistan since 2001
through fiscal year 2011 is $1.283 tril-
lion; $443 billion of that has been spent
in Afghanistan.

For fiscal year 2012, which began on
Saturday, we will spend another $113.7
billion in Afghanistan. By this time
next year, our total spending in Af-
ghanistan will be $5657.1 billion, or over
half a trillion dollars.

And when I say ‘‘spend,” Madam
Speaker, I really mean ‘‘borrow,” be-
cause from day one of the Afghanistan
war—and the Iraq war, for that mat-
ter—we have not paid for these wars.
We have borrowed nearly every single
penny of that money, put it on the na-
tional credit card, let it rack up over a
quarter of our cumulative deficit,
helped explode our debt year after year
for a decade.

There has only been one other time
in the history of the United States that
a war was financed entirely through
borrowing, Madam Speaker, without
raising taxes, and that was when the
colonies borrowed from France during
the Revolutionary War.

I know lots of Members in this House
believe in the Tea Party, but that’s
just stupid economics.

Even if we were to leave Afghanistan
and Iraq tomorrow, our war debt will
continue for decades. Future bills will
include such things as caring for our
military veterans and providing them
the benefits they have earned through
their services. It will require replacing
military equipment, rebuilding our
Armed Forces and paying interest on
the trillions we have borrowed for
these wars. These costs are significant.

Madam Speaker, this Friday, October
7, marks the 10th anniversary of U.S.
military operations in Afghanistan.
Ten years, Madam Speaker. Ten years
of support for a corrupt government.
Ten years of sacrificing our brave uni-
formed men and women. Ten years of
borrowing money we never had.

This war is no longer about going
after al Qaeda, which I voted to do.
Osama bin Laden is dead. Instead,
we’re now bogged down in a seemingly
endless occupation in support of a cor-
rupt, incompetent Karzai government.
This is not what I voted for.

And the human and financial costs of
the war in Afghanistan go on and on
and on, not just on the battlefields of
Afghanistan, but in veterans hospitals
and counseling clinics around the coun-
try. Another $8.4 billion to care for our
veterans wounded in both body and
soul.
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We continue to struggle with soaring
posttraumatic stress and suicide rates
among our soldiers and our veterans.
Their impacts are devastating on fami-
lies, friends, colleagues, and military
buddies.

It is hard to explain how we could
borrow and spend so freely, so casually,
while our men and women bled in the
plains and mountains of Afghanistan,
but now we have to face the con-
sequences of that lack of account-
ability, that lack of responsible gov-
ernance.

When the supercommittee makes its
decisions on how to handle the deficit
and the debt, I say ending the wars as
rapidly as possible must be the first
item on the table. I also say that, from
this point forward, the wars must be
paid for. No more emergency funding.
No more overseas contingency funds
that get a free pass from responsible
budgeting. I believe President Obama
has to bring this to the negotiations,
and the House and Senate members of
the supercommittee have to step up to
the plate and end these wars. End these
wars now. They have undermined our
economy, and they have undermined
our security.

Ten years into the Afghanistan war,
the violence shows no signs of abating;
the Karzai government shows little in-
terest in cleaning up corruption; and
no one is interested in the kind of re-
gion-wide mnegotiations required to
bring stability and security to all par-
ties.

So I say enough is enough. Get out of
Afghanistan. The costs in blood and
treasure have been too high. Ten years
is more than enough. After 10 years,
it’s time to come home.

——————

THE IMPACT OF REGULATIONS ON
BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BONNER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, while
long-term unemployment is now worse
than at any time since the Great De-
pression and while Americans in grow-
ing numbers are becoming more and
more concerned about the direction
their country is heading, the one thing
that is uniting Americans is the real-
ization that their Federal Government
is unnecessarily getting in the way of
job creators, of both small and large
businesses alike, by tying the hands of
employers with bureaucratic redtape
and over-the-top, unnecessary and
often duplicative regulation.

A recent Tarrance Group survey
found that three-quarters of the Amer-
ican people believe that businesses and
consumers are overregulated. Another
two-thirds Dbelieve that regulations
have increased over the past few years.
Americans, understandably so, are con-
cerned that regulations will create a
hindrance to job creation, and most be-
lieve that new regulation will either
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bring more job losses or increased
prices.

Madam Speaker, the American peo-
ple have good reason to be concerned.
From higher taxes on workers and
businesses to the greater intrusion by
the Federal Government into personal
health care decisions, there has been
plenty of evidence that this adminis-
tration wants to grow the size and
reach and scope of government in ways
that we have never before seen in the
history of America. At any time, the
heavy hand of Big Government regula-
tion is bad news for jobs, but during
the middle of the worst recession since
the Great Depression, it defies common
sense for government to place even
more roadblocks in front of struggling
businesses.

While largely unseen by the public
and, more times than not, not even de-
bated here on the floor of Congress,
Federal regulations directly impact
jobs and job creation. A Small Business
Administration report released just
last September, in September of 2010,
noted that Federal regulations cost
businesses $1.7 trillion each year and
that small businesses, in particular,
bear a disproportionate share of these
costs, averaging over $10,000 for each
employee.

Along America’s gulf coast, we have
recently experienced the direct impact
of Federal Government overreach in
the o0il production industry. The ad-
ministration’s de facto moratorium on
new oil drilling has cost our region of
the country tens of thousands of jobs—
some say as few as 30,000, others as
many as 70,000 jobs that have been
lost—at a time when the gulf coast is
still struggling to recover from the
worst manmade disaster in American
history.

Just last week, I visited several large
and small manufacturers in south Ala-
bama, in Alabama’s First Congres-
sional District, that are doing their
very best to turn a profit under the
mantle of increased Federal regulation.

In one case, a small manufacturer
with 28 employees related how they
cannot expand their production due to
new Federal regulations. In fact, they
are now being forced to downsize. In-
credibly, when EPA visits companies to
perform audits, oftentimes they take
away whole file drawers or cabinets
full of records. The small business own-
ers pay taxes on company profits from
their personal income taxes, and they
have to keep a consultant on retainer
just to stay in compliance with all of
the regulations. A medium-sized manu-
facturer we visited last week told me—
and they’ve got plants in other States
as well, not just in Alabama—that the
new proposed regulations that they are
looking at would cost their company
alone over $100 million in new regula-
tion.

During his jobs speech to Congress,
in this very Chamber just last month,
the President admitted that govern-
ment regulations on businesses serve
to dampen job creation. He even sug-
gested that he would be willing to work



October 5, 2011

with Congress to review such actions.
But in the following weeks, there has
been little evidence to suggest that the
President is serious.

Let me be clear: Federal regulations
do have their place in ensuring the
safety of both workers and consumers.
Federal laws have contributed greatly
to maintaining our clean air and water
as well as the safety of our transpor-
tation system, our food and consumer
products, to name but just a few. No
one is saying we shouldn’t have any
regulation. But for all the good that a
responsible government can provide
with reasonable oversight, make no
mistake that overzealous regulation
can stifle our economy and contribute
to a reduced quality of life for all
Americans. That is why House Repub-
licans are working to pass legislation
to rein in out-of-control Federal regu-
lations that strangle job creation.

Last week, the House passed the
TRAIN Act. If enacted into law, this
one bill would prevent the administra-
tion from imposing some of the most
controversial new EPA rules, which
further threaten job creation and the
economy. It would also force the ad-
ministration to review the impact of
new regulations before they’re applied.
Today, the House is considering two
additional significant regulatory re-
form bills—the Cement Sector Regu-
latory Relief Act of 2011 and the EPA
Regulatory Relief Act of 2011.

I urge that Congress pass this and
help put the government on the side of
the American workers and job creators,
not against them.

——

THE AMERICAN AWAKENING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Three years ago, after
a decade of deregulation, the repeal of
Glass-Steagall, which was the deregu-
lation of derivatives, Wall Street—the
““job creators’—gambled our economy
into oblivion, but they never paid the
price.

Remember George Bush and Hank
Paulson, who was the Secretary of the
Treasury? Well, he was kind of a stand-
in, because, actually, he was the
former chairman of Goldman Sachs,
pretending to be Secretary of the
Treasury. He took care of his buddies
on Wall Street, but he was aided and
abetted by mnone other than Tim
Geithner, the chairman of the New
York Fed. In fact, in one of the most
outrageous moments of this whole sce-
nario, Tim Geithner, now Secretary of
the Treasury—although he wasn’t
chairman of Goldman Sachs, but it’s
probably in his future—decided to pay
off the gamblers 100 cents on the dollar
when the government had to do the
biggest bailout in history of AIG. Now,
that was incredible—100 cents on the
dollar.

At the time, I proposed that, in fact,
Wall Street should pay for its own bail-
out—that is, a tax on speculators and
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reinstituting a tax we had from 1916 to
1966 while we built the greatest indus-
trial Nation on Earth. It didn’t hurt in-
vestment in capitalism then. It
wouldn’t hurt it now. In fact, if we
reined in some of the speculators, our
real economy would be better off for it.

But now there’s sort of been this
amazing political jujitsu where some-
how the Republicans, aided by the
Koch Brothers, who have also sub-
sidized the Tea Party, have changed
the narrative. It was the government.
It was overregulation. Overregulation?
Oh, come on, guys. There were no
rules. They gambled our economy into
oblivion. You cannot pretend that this
wasn’t wild and reckless, but you’ve
changed the narrative. You took over
the House.

Now, this fall, something is hap-
pening. Something in this land is hap-
pening. I call it the American awak-
ening—the occupation of Wall Street,
which is now spreading to other cities
across this country.
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They make fun of these young people
because they are not totally focused on
what they want, but what’s happened is
their future has been stolen from them.
I saw some Fox commentators yester-
day morning making fun of them say-
ing, Oh, do you think they got time off
from work? Oh, well, they don’t have
jobs, do they?

No, they don’t have jobs. What are we
doing to create jobs and give these kids
a future in this country and rein in the
gamblers on Wall Street and restore
the real economy, the productive econ-
omy of this country? Nothing. In fact,
you want to go back to 2008. That was
your dream.

It is time to begin to deal meaning-
fully with these problems in this coun-
try and that we have the greatest dis-
parity of wealth in our history. Cor-
porate profits are up; jobs are down.
CEO pay up; jobs are down. Bonuses on
Wall Street, whoa, six figures, up. Jobs,
down.

It’s time to rectify this, and I think
the young people and the others who
are joining them on Wall Street get it.
They may not be totally focused, but
they know that this isn’t a country
that gives them a fair shot at the
American Dream anymore. It’s a
stacked deck, and it’s time for a new
deck and a new order.

Reregulate the reckless gamblers on
Wall Street. Rein them in, take steps
to rebuild our real economy, give peo-
ple a future, invest in education, invest
in the basics of this country, transpor-
tation, infrastructure; and we can be a
great Nation again. But if we continue
down this path, or even if they accel-
erate us down this path with helping
the job creators destroy the economy
again, there’s no hope.
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10TH ANNIVERSARY OF OUR SEEM-
INGLY ENDLESS WAR IN AF-
GHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Madam
Speaker, I rise along with others this
morning to note the 10th anniversary
of our seemingly endless war in Af-
ghanistan. This is a war that long ago
became much more about money for
the Pentagon and defense contractors
than about any real threat to the
American people.

And, unfortunately, just yesterday
we authorized spending at a level of
$118.7 billion for the coming year in
Iraq and Afghanistan. Madam Speaker,
we have turned the Defense Depart-
ment into the Department of Foreign
Aid, and the American people are tired
of it. They want us to stop rebuilding
Iraq and Afghanistan and start taking
care of our own people.

We have spent and are spending bil-
lions and billions, hundreds of billions
that we do not have, that we are hav-
ing to borrow on people who do not ap-
preciate it unless they are on our pay-
roll.

I know last year, Hamid Karzai, the
leader of Afghanistan, told ABCNews
that he wanted us to stay there an-
other 15 or 20 years. Well, he wants our
money; but we don’t have enough of it,
and we can’t afford this.

Alfred Regnery, the publisher of the
conservative The American Spectator
magazine wrote last October that ‘“Af-
ghanistan has little strategic wvalue”
and ‘‘the war is one of choice rather
than necessity.”” He added that it has
been a wasteful and frustrating decade.

General Petraeus testified in front of
one of the congressional committees
several months ago that we should
never forget that Afghanistan has be-
come ‘‘the graveyard of empires.”’

The American people do not want,
nor can we afford, endless, permanent
wars; nor do they want 11- or 12-year
wars that last about three times as
long as World War II.

Charlie Reese was a columnist for the
Orlando newspaper, and a few years
ago, probably in the mid- or late 1990s,
he was voted the most popular col-
umnist by C-SPAN viewers. Over 25,000
people, I think, participated in that
poll.

But he was very much opposed to
these wars, and he wrote this about the
Iraq war, but it applies equally well to
Afghanistan: He said this war was
““‘against a country that was not at-
tacking us, did not have the means to
attack us, and had never expressed any
intention of attacking us. And for
whatever real reason we attacked, it
was not to save America from any dan-
ger, imminent or otherwise.”

William F. Buckley, Jr., the conserv-
ative icon, wrote this a few years ago:
He said, ‘A respect for the power of the
United States is engendered by our suc-
cess in engagements in which we take
part. A point is reached when tenacity
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conveys not steadfastness of purpose,
but misapplication of pride.”

I want to repeat that. He said, ‘A re-
spect for the power of the United
States is engendered by our success in
engagements in which we take part. A
point is reached when tenacity conveys
not steadfastness of purpose, but
misapplication of pride.”

I think the American people long ago
reached the point where they felt that
these wars should come to an end and
we should start taking care of our own
country.

Georgie Ann Geyer, the conservative
foreign policy columnist, wrote this a
few years ago: ‘‘Americans, still
strangely complacent about overseas
wars being waged by a minority in
their name, will inevitably come to a
point where they will see they have to
have a government that provides serv-
ices at home or one that seeks empire
across the globe.”

Madam Speaker, fiscal conservatives
should be the ones most horrified by all
this waste and all this spending. I won-
der sometimes if there are any conserv-
atives at the Pentagon, any fiscal con-
servatives at the Pentagon.

I will say once again, these wars be-
came long ago more about money and
power than they did about any real
threat. It is a shame what we are doing
to the young people of this country,
both those in the military and those
outside the military.

Just this past Sunday, I went to the
funeral of another soldier, a young 21-
year-old man in Madisonville, Ten-
nessee, who had been killed in Afghani-
stan. And I can tell you it’s time to
stop all the killings of all of our young
people and let them have a good future
in this country once again.

——
THE WAR IN AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WELCH. Madam Speaker, I, first
of all, wish to associate myself with
the remarks of Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. JONES,
and Mr. MCGOVERN, who spoke earlier;
and I intend to address the issue of the
war in Afghanistan.

This war has got to end. It’s got to
end because it’s making us weaker, not
stronger. It’s a dead-end strategy that
is the result of decisions that were
made that do not treat with the re-
spect they are entitled to the willing-
ness of our men and women in uniform
to serve. They will do whatever it is we
ask them to do.

Our job is to give them a policy
that’s worthy of the sacrifice that they
are always willing to make. This war
in Afghanistan has been going on for 10
years. It has morphed into the United
States military and the United States
taxpayer having the burden of building
a nation in Afghanistan. That can’t be
done. We know it can’t be done, but
there is an unwillingness to have a
reckoning in this Congress and in this
country to turn the direction of our na-
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tional defense into fighting terrorism
in a sensible way, not nation-building
in Afghanistan.

So the central issue here is not just
the money, which I'll address; it’s not
just the time that this war has been
going on, which I'll address; it’s the
basic strategy. This nation-building ap-
proach, over 100,000 American troops in
Afghanistan, over 110,000 contractors,
does that make sense when the enemy
that we’re fighting is decentralized and

dispersed? It’s not a nation state
threat.
And the answer to that, we all

know—it’s common sense, you don’t
have to be a military strategist—is no.
And the main reason we continue on in
Afghanistan is because arguments are
made that it will look bad or it will
look weak if we leave.

Mr. DUNCAN said something, I think,
that makes a lot of sense. When you
are persistent in the face of facts that
show that what you are doing is wrong,
it’s time to adjust the strategy. We in
this Congress owe it to the men and
women in uniform to give them that
strategy that’s worthy of their willing-
ness to sacrifice.

We went into Afghanistan for a le-
gitimate reason. That reason does not
exist today. We went in because that
was the launching sight where Osama
bin Laden planned the 9/11 attacks.
And we had a right, in our national
self-defense, to take out the sanc-
tuaries and to pursue Osama bin
Laden.

Those sanctuaries have been taken
out, and now what we are engaged in is
a continuation and a stumbling ahead
towards a policy of this nation-building
where we have 100,000 troops, 40,000
international troops, 110,000 contrac-
tors, where we’re throwing money at
problems as though these contractors
can get something done, and the cor-
ruption associated with a lot that con-
tracting is rampant.
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There are 286,000 Afghan National Se-
curity Forces troops who are poorly
trained and leave at a moment’s no-
tice. This has come at an enormous ex-
pense to this country: $10 billion a
month; $2.3 billion a week; $328 million
per day; $13.7 million an hour.

What is happening? Is that where the
threat to the country is coming from?
The terrorist plots that we can identify
that have happened in recent years, the
Fort Hood shooting that killed 13 peo-
ple in November 2009, that was planned
in Yemen by Anwar Al Awlaki. The
plot to bring down Northwest Airlines
Flight 253 on Christmas Day 2009 was
planned in Yemen by the same man.
The attempt to bomb Times Square in
May 2010 was planned and ordered by
the Pakistani Taliban. And the October
2010 plot to bomb cargo planes was
again planned in Yemen.

So the threat is real. Terrorism is a
threat to this country. We have to ad-
dress it, but we have to have a strategy
that works. And having 100,000 of our
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troops in one nation when the terrorist
threat is dispersed and decentralized
throughout other parts of the world
doesn’t make any sense. It’s time for
this Congress and this President to call
the question, change the strategy
which requires us to right-size what
our effort is, because that will, A, pro-
tect the American people in a better,
more effective way; and, B, it will be a
sustainable strategy, which has to be a
responsibility of the policymakers.

There’s been enormous sacrifice by
the men and women in uniform. The
troops from the State of Vermont have
sacrificed and lost more lives in the
Iraq and Afghanistan war on a per cap-
ita basis than any other State in the
Nation. They are entitled to a policy
worthy of their sacrifice.

——————

SUFFOCATING REGULATORY
ENVIRONMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. HURT) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HURT. Madam Speaker, I rise
today on behalf of the people of Vir-
ginia’s Fifth District, on behalf of the
small business owners and farmers
across central and southside Virginia
who have been directly negatively im-
pacted by the suffocating government
regulatory environment.

These good people have been so over-
burdened by an overreaching govern-
ment that they are left struggling to
make ends meet in these challenging
economic times, unable to expand their
businesses and discouraged from start-
ing new ones. Over the past 2 months,
I have traveled through the Fifth Dis-
trict, making stops from Green County
to Danville, from Martinsville to
Brunswick County. I heard from con-
stituents about the very real effects
that unnecessary government regula-
tions are having on their businesses
and their lives.

Just this last week, I visited with a
convenience store owner in Campbell
County who has five stores and 48 em-
ployees. He has the desire and the re-
sources to expand and build two more
convenience stores, creating more jobs
in the area, but he reports that he is
unwilling to do so because of the man-
dates and taxes that will be imposed on
his business as a part of the job-de-
stroying government takeover of
health care.

Last week I also visited with an
owner of an auto repair shop in Appo-
mattox. He told me that he first start-
ed his business back in 1987. Back then,
he was able to get his business up and
running in one day. One day was all it
took for him to obtain all of the re-
quired permits and licenses and pay all
of the required taxes and fees. After
running his shop for a number of years,
he then moved on to another job. Then
just recently in 2011, he decided he
wanted to reopen his shop and found
that instead of taking one day to wade
through the regulatory redtape, this
year it took him 5 months.
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If the President and the United
States Senate want to know why our
economy isn’t growing, this is why.
These are the real life implications for
Fifth District Virginians and all Amer-
icans created by the regulatory agenda
that has been put in place by this ad-
ministration and the last Congress
over the past 2 years. These added
costs jeopardize the success of our
small businesses and destroy jobs. The
added uncertainty crushes the entre-
preneurial spirit and stalls economic
growth. And the added expansion of the
Federal Government strips away our
freedoms and our opportunities.

So when a diner owner in Farmville
tells me that Washington is taking the
breath away from the American people,
this is what she’s talking about, an
ever-growing government that stands
as a barrier between a struggling econ-
omy and a growing, vibrant economy
that we all desperately want.

So as the House continues to lead the
way and works to reduce unnecessary
regulations, it is my hope that we will
keep in mind the convenience store
owners, the auto repair shop owners,
and all of the small businesses and
farmers who are relying on us to get
this right, who are relying on us to
support those policies that remove the
Federal Government as a roadblock to
job creation and return our economic
recovery back where it belongs—in the
hands of the people.

———

AFGHANISTAN STILL NEEDS AN
EXIT STRATEGY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. GARAMENDI) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. GARAMENDI.
Madam Speaker.

On October 7, 2001, the United States
officially began Operation Enduring
Freedom, and the war in Afghanistan
was underway. The last decade of wars
has cost thousands of U.S. lives and
hundreds of billions of taxpayer dol-
lars.

As a member of the House Armed
Services Committee and as a represent-
ative of thousands of servicemembers,
military families, and veterans, I'm en-
trusted with weighing the decision on
what the profound effect on our Na-
tion’s security this war has brought
and on the men and women that risk
their lives every day to ensure that se-
curity. As we mark the 10th anniver-
sary of the longest war in America’s
history, we believe it’s time for Con-
gress to ask some very serious ques-
tions about our military engagement
in Afghanistan.

Whom are we fighting in Afghani-
stan? We entered this war because of
the threat posed by the international
terrorist organization al Qaeda. While
al Qaeda expands its operations around
the globe, our military is tied up in a
ground war against the Taliban, an Af-
ghan rebel group with domestic ambi-
tions. Senior intelligence officials have

Thank you,
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estimated fewer than 100 al Qaeda
members remain in Afghanistan, yet
we plan to have 68,000 U.S. troops there
in that country through the next year.
If we are to defeat terrorism, we must
stick to our original strategic mission,
maintaining a laser-like focus on al
Qaeda and capitalizing on our techno-
logical and intelligence advantages to
cut off their financing, intercept their
operations, and take out their leaders.
The successful operation against
Osama bin Laden epitomizes this tar-
geted approach.

Where’s our money going? Afghani-
stan is widely considered to be one of
the most corrupt countries in the
world, behind only Somalia, and news
reports of new corruption emerge every
day. Billions of U.S. dollars are si-
phoned off by crooked officials and
contractors, carried out of the Kabul
airport in bags of cash, and even fun-
neled to warlords and the very Taliban
that we often oppose. To date, the U.S.
has spent nearly half a trillion dollars
in Afghanistan, and that pricetag in-
creases by $10 billion every month that
we stay there. Meanwhile, we are
forced to cut critical services at home
in the face of our rising deficit and fi-
nancial instability. We continue to
hemorrhage finite U.S. resources in Af-
ghanistan, and it makes us less, not
more safe.

When will this war end? While the
current timeline commits 68,000 troops
through 2013, there are reports, backed
up by some facts, that in the ongoing
talks with the Afghan government
about the future of the U.S.-Afghani-
stan relationship, the U.S. is consid-
ering having 35,000 U.S. troops in Af-
ghanistan until 2025 at an expected
cost of over $50 billion a year.

The human cost of this war is im-
measurable. The dedication and the
commitment of American men and
women in uniform is absolute. Our
troops in Afghanistan execute their or-
ders that put them at risk because
they trust the mission in which they
are deployed. That is absolutely essen-
tial to our Nation’s security. This
steadfast loyalty is our Nation’s most
sacred resource, and thus, it is our
most solemn responsibility to ensure
that it is never squandered.

There is no U.S. military solution in
Afghanistan. A political reconciliation
is essential. Afghanistan’s future de-
pends upon Afghans, not American sol-
diers. By ending this war, America can
focus on rebuilding the foundations of
America’s strength and security by
paying down our Federal deficit, grow-
ing our economy, and putting Ameri-
cans back to work.

————
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THE PRESIDENT’S OCEAN ZONING
PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. SOUTHERLAND) for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. SOUTHERLAND. Madam Speak-
er, yesterday, in the Natural Resources
Committee, we held an oversight hear-
ing regarding the President’s new Na-
tional Ocean Policy, an Executive
order to tell us how we can best use our
oceans.

Yesterday, it was amazing to hear
those who believe in this policy ap-
plaud the use of the Federal Govern-
ment in bringing stakeholders to-
gether. I will say this: This particular
policy has been driven from the White
House through Executive order under
the auspices of ocean conservation,
when its actual effects will be far
reaching, economically harmful and
hurtful to American jobs and busi-
nesses both at sea as well as ashore.

Inside of this policy, there is some-
thing called marine spatial planning,
how to best use our oceans, totally ig-
noring the common sense that the God
who created us gave us at the moment
He did create us. The background of
this goes back quite some time.

In 2009, a task force—I love those
here. We have so many. We have coun-
cils and task forces. Do you know
what? We need to form another com-
mittee. Well, I'm of the opinion that
had Moses formed another committee,
they would still be wandering around
in the desert today. However, that’s
the mode of operation here. And in
these frameworks and in these task
forces, they come out with effective
coastal and marine spatial planning.

I believe this is one of the largest ef-
forts of government regulatory over-
reach in my lifetime. And with the
world being 73 percent water, what bet-
ter way—for if we can capture and
make sure that we determine what peo-
ple do with these waterways, what bet-
ter way to push our policies forward, to
rob the American people of job oppor-
tunities and the freedoms that I believe
were given at birth?

The National Ocean Policy is less
about coordinating fishing activities
with other ocean user activities and
more about creating new regulatory
processes to further restrict fishing op-
portunities in both the recreational
and commercial fishing sectors, ac-
cording to the director of public affairs
for the At-sea Processors Association.

In my State of Florida, we have a cri-
sis when it comes to homes and when it
comes to real estate. Yet I know that
homebuilders are going to be damaged
greatly because this regulatory push
does not just deal with offshore, but it
also deals, as I stated, with onshore.

The National Ocean Policy has a po-
tential to create yet another set of
standards and/or approvals that could
unnecessarily impose significant im-
pacts on homebuilders, private land-
owners, and other businesses while pro-
viding minimal—minimal—effects.
Yesterday, we heard that what this
plan does is bring together, through an
adaptive process, stakeholders. Well,
do you know what? We have the ability
as stakeholders to communicate now.

Since when do we need the Federal
Government to tell us that we can talk
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to each other? Have we been so dumbed
down? No, we have not. We have the
ability to talk now and communicate
without forming another government
bureaucracy that robs us of those free-
doms.

And I appreciate that call to being a
stakeholder at the table, but really—
really—that would be like the Greeks
asking the people of Troy to help plan
the design and construction of the Tro-
jan Horse. This is nuts—nuts.

I live in Florida. I lived on the coast.
I have spent my whole life on the
coast.

This is another plan to push onerous
regulations upon the American people
and to rob the States and to abolish
and do away with the 10th Amendment.
I'm telling you, the States should be
doing more while the Federal Govern-
ment should be doing less.

Do not be fooled by this. We must not
be fooled by this. They say we need an
economic analysis going forward. Well,
how about a constitutional analysis to
examine the balance between the Fed-
eral Government and the State govern-
ments?

The National Ocean Policy is some-
thing that concerns me greatly, and I
really believe with all my heart it
would have concerned, in a terrible
way, our Founding Fathers. This is an
effort to turn our oceans into an aquar-
ium. It is high time that the American
people stood up and said enough is
enough.

———

SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, I rise
to defend Social Security. We’ve heard
Social Security derided by certain ex-
treme politicians lately claiming it
can’t survive, that it’s unsustainable
and that the beneficiaries who earned
their retirement benefits need to face
the hard truths. Well, here are some
really hard truths about Social Secu-
rity:

The average retirement benefit is
merely $14,000 a year;

The median income of senior house-
holds is only $25,000 a year;

One in three seniors depend on Social
Security for 90 percent or more of their
income.

The fact is that Social Security is a
critical program for seniors across our
country. It is a lifeline to half of all
seniors who make under $25,000 a year.

This is a chart that shows the var-
ious income levels. Half of the people
of our country who are seniors receive
less than $25,000 a year on the program.
It is even more important to the 25 per-
cent of seniors who earn less than
$15,000 a year. And for the nearly 4 mil-
lion seniors who earn less than $10,000 a
year, it is the difference between scrap-
ing by or having nothing at all. Ac-
cording to the Center for Budget and
Policy Priorities, Social Security
keeps 20 million Americans out of pov-
erty.
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It is especially important for women.
Women over the age of 80 are most
likely to be living at or below the pov-
erty level. Nearly a quarter of women
in that age group are officially des-
titute. Pay attention to them. When
you’re at the supermarket and you see
them looking at cases and they can’t
buy anything, give them $5. Social Se-
curity benefits millions of older women
and helps keep them out of poverty.

What many people seem—or choose—
to forget is that Social Security is an
insurance program for retirement, for
disability, and for survivorship. It is
not designed to give you higher returns
or beat the Standard & Poor’s 500 or
bolster your stock portfolio. It is not
welfare. Social Security is an earned
insurance benefit designed to give re-
tirees, the disabled, and survivors sta-
ble, guaranteed benefits each month
for the rest of their lives. It is financed
by the taxes retirees paid into the sys-
tem during their working years
matched by their employer.

Born out of the Great Depression,
President Roosevelt ensured the pro-
gram would be financed by payroll de-
ductions, matched by employers, so
Americans would understand this in-
surance program is an earned benefit.
This arrangement would guarantee, as
he put it, that: no politician can ever
scrap that Social Security program.

This is exactly why putting people
back to work and creating jobs is the
best long-term financing solution to
ensure Social Security’s long-term sol-
vency. There are 14 million Americans
out of work, and getting the unem-
ployed back to work is the fastest way
to inject billions of dollars back into
the Social Security trust funds, stabi-
lizing the program for generations to
come.

With all of the misleading Repub-
lican rhetoric about Social Security
being broken and a so-called ‘‘lie,”
they claim, some have forgotten that
the other side has always been opposed
to the program.

In 1935, the Social Security Act made
its way through the Ways and Means
Committee but received not a single
Republican vote on the committee. The
ranking Republican said at that time
that he would ‘‘vote most strenuously
in opposition to the bill at each and
every opportunity.” Republicans have
opposed the program every step of the
way.

In 1984, former Representative Dick
Armey, now a Tea Party godfather, de-
scribed Social Security as a ‘‘bad re-
tirement’”’ plan and a ‘‘rotten trick’ on
the American people. He said, “‘I think
we’re going to have to bite the bullet
on Social Security and phase it out
over a period of time.”

And then in 1987, former Representa-
tive Newt Gingrich said, ‘““While many
politicians are still afraid to mention
abolishing Social Security,” he said, ‘I
am convinced this generation is ready
for honest talk and real leadership.”

These are not retired politicians
speaking. One is a leader in the Tea
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Party, and the other is a candidate for
the Republican nomination for Presi-
dent.

Even today in our House, we have
Members who still are beating the
tired, failed horse that Social Security
is unconstitutional.
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But the numbers are clear. Half of all
seniors live near or below the poverty
line, and one in three seniors depends
on Social Security for more than 90
percent of their income. What happens
to these Americans if we start vio-
lating the program they depend on,
frankly, for their lives?

Let me close with some comments
from Americans in Ohio about Social
Security. A woman from Toledo wrote:
“My retiree insurance was canceled
last year. I had to get a plan to pay for
my medicine. Even though I have part
D, I still have to pay for my prescrip-
tions because I'm in the doughnut hole.
It costs me more than $700 a month.
That’s half my Social Security check.”
Her story is the story of millions of
Americans across this country.

I urge my colleagues to stand with
me to protect Social Security and its
guaranteed secured benefits for all re-
tired Americans. Our seniors have
earned these benefits.

———

BRING OUR TROOPS HOME FROM
AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) for 5
minutes.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
This Friday, October 7, marks the 10th
anniversary of the beginning of the war
in Afghanistan. Our men and women in
uniform have fought valiantly in this
war over the last decade at great cost.
More than 1,700 American soldiers have
lost their lives as they fought to de-
stroy al Qaeda and hunt down Osama
bin Laden. Thousands more have come
home with very serious life-long inju-
ries.

When I'm at home in California and
talk with veterans and their families, I
can see how much our soldiers have
sacrificed. I want to offer my sincere
thanks and appreciation to all of the
men and women in uniform who have
carried out their duty in Afghanistan.

As the anniversary approaches, I am
thinking particularly of Army Captain
John Hallett III of Concord, California,
in my congressional district, and his
family. Captain Hallett was Kkilled in
action in southern Afghanistan on Au-
gust 25, 2009. I was honored to have pro-
vided him a congressional nomination
to the West Point Academy.

This week, all of us should honor the
tremendous sacrifices our men and
women in uniform made for their coun-
try in Afghanistan. And our objective
in Afghanistan has been achieved—
Osama bin Laden has been killed, and
few al Qaeda members remain in the
country. Yet, unfortunately, our troops
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in Afghanistan are now bogged down in
an unending and deadly war with the
Taliban and defending the corrupt Af-
ghan Government. To this day, the
government in Kabul, led by President
Karzai, has not been able to take
charge of its country, even as it has
been able to provide enormous favors
for the President’s cronies and family.

In these difficult times, we cannot af-
ford to spend tens of billions of dollars
per month defending a corrupt regime.
We cannot afford to continue to pro-
vide payments to contractors who turn
around and use those payments to pay
off the very same Taliban who are kill-
ing our troops in Afghanistan. But
above all, our soldiers cannot be asked
to continue to risk their lives for years
and years to come. Instead, it is time
to bring all of our troops home and to
invest in America instead. By doing so,
we can honor the enormous sacrifice
that our troops have made, and at the
same time ensure that they have a
strong and prosperous country to come
home to.

————
HOLDING CHINA TO ACCOUNT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Madam Speaker, I want to quote from
a column earlier this week written by
Paul Krugman, who does an extraor-
dinarily good job of presenting the case
for a change in our economic policies
to deal with the unemployment that
plagues not just us, but others in the
world.

The column is headlined ‘‘Holding
China to Account.” And he begins:
“The dire state of the world economy
reflects destructive actions on the part
of many players. Still, the fact that so
many have behaved badly shouldn’t
stop us from holding individual bad ac-
tors to account.” And that’s what Sen-
ate leaders will be doing this week—
they did it already, they’ve begun the
process—as they take up legislation
that would threaten sanction against
China and other currency manipula-
tors.

Respectable opinion is aghast, but re-
spectable opinion has been consistently
wrong lately, and the currency issue is
no exception.

China has an enormous trade surplus
with the United States, and a signifi-
cant part of that is due to their con-
scious intervention to undervalue their
currency. Now, that comes, to some ex-
tent, at the expense of some in China
in terms of the cost of living. On the
other hand, it provides employment.

There are of course other ways in
which China interferes with the free
trade to which they supposedly adhered
when they were allowed to join the
WTO, a move I voted against. They are
manipulating the rare-earth situation,
restricting exports illegitimately to
force companies to come there. We re-
cently had a situation where General
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Motors was told that they wouldn’t be
allowed to sell their electric car in
China unless they gave up their tech-
nology—again, a blatant violation.

So we should be more aggressive in
general. But particularly on the cur-
rency issue, the manipulation by the
Chinese is quite clear. As Mr. Krugman
points out: ‘“To get our trade deficit
down, we need to make American prod-
ucts more competitive, which in prac-
tice means that we need the dollar’s
value to fall in terms of other cur-
rencies . . . but sensible policymakers
have long known that sometimes a
weaker currency means a stronger

economy, and have acted on that
knowledge.
“The TUnited States can’t and

shouldn’t be equally aggressive to
Switzerland. But given our economy’s
desperate need for more jobs, a weaker
dollar is very much in our national in-
terest—and we can and should take ac-
tion against countries that are keeping
their currencies undervalued, and
thereby standing in the way of a much
needed decline in our trade deficit.
That, above all, means China.”

Now, I am very pleased to say, as Mr.
Krugman notes, that the Senate is
moving ahead on this, and a bipartisan
majority in the Senate is voting for
this bill. I was disappointed to see the
Republican leadership in this body an-
nounce that they won’t take the bill
up. It is extraordinary to me that the
Republican leadership of this body ap-
parently plans to go to the defense of
the Chinese economy by not allowing a
bill that got bipartisan support in the
Senate to allow us to respond to Chi-
nese unfair manipulation of their cur-
rency.

Now, there is one argument against
it, which is, well, we’d better be care-
ful, we might make them angry. They
might retaliate. How do they retaliate
beyond what they’re doing? The Chi-
nese are in violation in area after area
of the very free-trade rules to which
they said they were there.

There is this view that goes around
in this country that almost everybody
in the world is doing us a favor by let-
ting us be nice to them. The notion
that we somehow will anger China ig-
nores the way the Chinese are now be-
having, and it ignores the economics.
China has much more to lose in a dis-
pute with the United States economi-
cally than we do. They have this enor-
mous trade surplus with us. They buy
American debt, it is true, not as a
favor to us, but because that’s the
safest place to put their debt. If they
had a better place to put it, they would
put it somewhere else. This is no favor
to us.

I am for an American role of coopera-
tion with the world. I wish we would do
more to alleviate hunger, to fight ill-
ness in poor countries. I am very much
in favor of our continuing to work with
the multilateral organizations, but this
notion that we should not stand up for
our own legitimate economic interests
against a nation like China—which is
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so abusive of the process—because they
might get mad at us is simply a total
misreading of the situation.

So I ask that Mr. Krugman’s column,
documenting the case for the Senate
legislation that directs our administra-
tion to take action against Chinese
currency manipulation, be put in the
RECORD.

And I want America to be coopera-
tive with the rest of the world. I want
us to share our wealth in ways that
will help people who are desperately
poor. But this notion—and it really
comes down to this—that we have
somehow taken on this geopolitical
role, where we are the guarantors of
stability everywhere in the world and
therefore we should not be too aggres-
sive in our own interests because we
might—we should not ever be putting
the legitimate economic needs of our
citizens above geopolitical interests,
that is wrong; and Mr. Krugman docu-
ments it.

[From the New York Times, Oct. 2, 2011]

HOLDING CHINA TO ACCOUNT
(By Paul Krugman)

The dire state of the world economy re-
flects destructive actions on the part of
many players. Still, the fact that so many
have behaved badly shouldn’t stop us from
holding individual bad actors to account.

And that’s what Senate leaders will be
doing this week, as they take up legislation
that would threaten sanctions against China
and other currency manipulators.

Respectable opinion is aghast. But respect-
able opinion has been consistently wrong
lately, and the currency issue is no excep-
tion.

Ask yourself: Why is it so hard to restore
full employment? It’s true that the housing
bubble has popped, and consumers are saving
more than they did a few years ago. But once
upon a time America was able to achieve full
employment without a housing bubble and
with savings rates even higher than we have
now. What changed?

The answer is that we used to run much
smaller trade deficits. A return to economic
health would look much more achievable if
we weren’t spending $500 billion more each
year on imported goods and services than
foreigners spent on our exports.

To get our trade deficit down, however, we
need to make American products more com-
petitive, which in practice means that we
need the dollar’s value to fall in terms of
other currencies. Yes, some people will
shriek about ‘‘debasing’’ the dollar. But sen-
sible policy makers have long known that
sometimes a weaker currency means a
stronger economy, and have acted on that
knowledge. Switzerland, for example, has in-
tervened massively to keep the franc from
getting too strong against the euro. Israel
has intervened even more forcefully to weak-
en the shekel.

The United States, given its special global
role, can’t and shouldn’t be equally aggres-
sive. But given our economy’s desperate need
for more jobs, a weaker dollar is very much
in our national interest—and we can and
should take action against countries that
are keeping their currencies undervalued,
and thereby standing in the way of a much-
needed decline in our trade deficit.

That, above all, means China. And none of
the arguments against holding China ac-
countable can stand serious scrutiny.

Some observers question whether we really
know that China’s currency is undervalued.
But they’re kidding, right? The flip side of
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the manipulation that keeps China’s cur-
rency undervalued is the accumulation of
dollar reserves—and those reserves now
amount to a cool $3.2 trillion.

Others warn of bad consequences if the
Chinese stop buying United States bonds.
But our problem right now is precisely that
too many people want to park their money
in American debt instead of buying goods
and services—which is why the interest rate
on long-term U.S. bonds is only 2 percent.

Yet another objection is the claim that
Chinese products don’t really compete with
U.S.-produced goods. The rebuttal is fairly
technical; let me just say that those making
this argument both overstate the case and
fail to take the indirect effects of Chinese
currency policy into account.

In the last few days a new objection to ac-
tion on the China issue has surfaced: right-
wing pressure groups, notably the influential
Club for Growth, oppose tariffs on Chinese
goods because, you guessed it, they’re a form
of taxation—and we must never, ever raise
taxes under any circumstances. All I can say
is that Democrats should welcome this dem-
onstration that antitax fanaticism has
reached the point where it trumps standing
up for our national interests.

To be fair, there are some arguments
against action on China that would carry
some weight if the times were different. One
is the undoubted fact that inflation in China,
which is raising labor costs in particular, is
gradually eliminating that nation’s currency
undervaluation. The operative word, how-
ever, is ‘‘gradually’: something that brings
the United States trade deficit down over
four or five years isn’t good enough when un-
employment is at disastrous levels right
now.

And the reality of the unemployment dis-
aster is also my answer to those who warn
that getting tough with China might unleash
a trade war or damage world commercial di-
plomacy. Those are real risks, although I
think they’re exaggerated. But they need to
be set against the fact—not the mere possi-
bility—that high unemployment is inflicting
tremendous cumulative damage as we speak.

Ben Bernanke, the chairman of the Federal
Reserve, said it clearly last week: unemploy-
ment is a ‘‘national crisis,”” with so many
workers now among the long-term unem-
ployed that the economy is at risk of suf-
fering long-run as well as short-run damage.

And we can’t afford to neglect any impor-
tant means of alleviating that national cri-
sis. Holding China accountable won’t solve
our economic problems on its own, but it can
contribute to a solution—and it’s an action
that’s long overdue.

———

WE CAN ALL AGREE ON THE NEED
FOR JOBS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) for 56 minutes.

Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, as
you know, when folks turn on C-SPAN,
it’s not hard to find those things that
divide us here on the House floor. We
can talk to anybody that we see walk-
ing around the Capitol today, and they
could talk about those issues that di-
vide us as a Nation. But I'm a firm be-
liever that there is actually more that
unites us as a Nation than divides us.
And I know one of the things that
unites this House in this time in our
Nation’s history, more than in others,
is that desire to create jobs for Amer-
ican families.

We all have those families in our dis-
tricts that are struggling with fore-
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closure right now, Madam Speaker. We
all have those families in our districts
that are struggling with layoffs. And
we have those families in our districts
that are the small business owners that
actually drive this economy.
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That’s another area of agreement we
have, Madam Speaker. Folks know it’s
not the big businesses in America that
hire; it’s the little businesses in Amer-
ica. It’s those entrepreneurs out there.
It’s those folks who think that they
have an idea. It’s that husband and
wife team who goes out and says, I can
do it better, and they hang out their
own shingle.

But anybody who’s talked to those
small business men and women these
days, Madam Speaker, knows that
folks have a tough time getting access
to credit. It seems now in America the
only people who can borrow money are
folks who don’t need any money at all.
And that’s a challenge. That’s a chal-
lenge because what makes this econ-
omy grow are those folks who say: I
can use that money better. I can do
something more efficiently. I can add
productivity if only you’ll take a
chance on me.

But the regulators, Madam Speaker,
that’s what I hear from my bankers:
My regulators won’t let me lend any-
more. That’s what I hear from my
bankers: The regulators came in, ROB,
and told me I can’t give any more
money out to small businesses.

So where are we? Where are we?
What’s going to hire our young people,
Madam Speaker? What’s going to fuel
the economy? What’s going to pay the
Social Security taxes that need to be
paid if we can’t create those jobs?

Well, I want to talk about something
else that unites us as a House, and
that’s H.R. 1418. It’s the Small Business
Lending Enhancement Act, Madam
Speaker, and it’s sponsored by 33 Re-
publicans and 51 Democrats. You don’t
hear that very often when you watch
C-SPAN, Madam Speaker. I know that
to be true. But about half Republicans
and about half Democrats come to-
gether on what is called the Small
Business Lending Enhancement Act
that says to our credit unions, those
small institutions in each of our com-
munities, be a part of job creation.

I ran for Congress, Madam Speaker,
on the platform that it’s not that the
government does too little; it’s that
the government does too much. There’s
nothing wrong with the foundation of
America. It’s the way we’ve hamstrung
America with additional rules and reg-
ulations. Our credit unions are in that
spot.

For folks who don’t know, credit
unions today are only allowed to lend
about 12% percent of their assets to
small businesses, to businesses at all,
in fact, and they want to do more.
Folks can’t find the money at banks.
They come to their credit unions. They
say, Can you help? And Congress has
said, No. Congress has said, No.
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It’s not what we need to do. It’s what
we need to undo. H.R. 1418 undoes that
124 percent cap, Madam Speaker, and
raises it to 27%. Hear that. Every cred-
it union in America would be able to
participate in funding small businesses,
in providing the capital that small
businesses need to succeed. You can’t
succeed without capital. Capital’s not
available in America today. We need to
find ways to do that.

Something else you don’t hear a lot,
Madam Speaker, is where the House
and the Senate are coming together on
things. These days, more than most, it
seems hard to find those things that
the House and Senate agree on. But to
be clear, this bill has been introduced
in the Senate, too. It’s S. 509 on the
Senate side, and it has 20 cosponsors in
the Senate, so that’s about one-fifth of
the Senate is already on board. Eighty-
four Members of the House, that’s
about 20 percent of the House also on
board.

This is something we can do, Madam
Speaker. It’s something we can do
today. It doesn’t cost the taxpayer a
nickel—doesn’t cost the taxpayer a
nickel—and frees up capital for our
small business men and women.

I want folks, Madam Speaker, to look
out over the horizon, as you and I do,
and say: What’s going to change job-
lessness in this country? What’s going
to change it?

We have the lowest level of entrepre-
neurship in this country that we have
seen in 30 years—30 years—and it’s en-
trepreneurs that drive this train. It’s
not the big guys; it’s the little guys.

This bill, Madam Speaker, frees up
our money that we have put into our
credit unions by removing restrictions
that we, as a Congress, have placed on
our credit unions to allow them to be a
part of job growth.

We don’t need another stimulus bill.
We don’t need to spend more taxpayer
money. And by ‘‘taxpayer money,”’ I
mean, as the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts said earlier, money we’re bor-
rowing from China to spend on stim-
ulus programs. We can do it simply by
undoing those rules and regulations
that we’ve passed already in this
House, Madam Speaker.

H.R. 1418, it doesn’t do it overnight;
it does it gradually. It requires that
the regulators be involved. It says only
if you have experience in member lend-
ing, only if you’'re well capitalized, and
only if you have a history of doing it
well.

Let’s pass H.R. 1418, Madam Speaker,
and let’s move it to the Senate.

———

TRIBUTE TO MS. FAYE STEVENS-
JETT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to pay tribute to one of my
constituents who’s spent a great deal
of her life bringing joy, happiness, and
direction into the lives of others. I
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come today to pay tribute to Ms. Faye
Stevens-Jett and the Up2Us organiza-
tion that is in town this week.

Athletics has been and continues to
be a road to success and a better life
for thousands and thousands of people.
For many of them, it has been because
they had a coach, a mentor, or a friend
with whom they connected and formed
lasting friendships and relationships in
their athletic endeavors.

One such coach has been Ms. Faye
Stevens-Jett, a physical education
teacher and athletic director at the
Morton School of Excellence in Chi-
cago, Illinois, located in my congres-
sional district. Ms. Stevens-Jett is a
single mother of two boys, and yet
finds time to be engaged with a large
number of other young people through
her coaching of double Dutch,
cheerleading, and pom-pom teams.

Ms. Stevens-Jett has been selected by
Up2Us as a coach of the year. Up2Us is
an organization that supports pro-
grams that use sports to address crit-
ical issues facing youth in America. It
also helps to address serious health
issues such as obesity and other child-
hood illnesses and diseases.

Ms. Jett is a member of my congres-
sional district, and I take this oppor-
tunity to commend and congratulate
her and Up2Us for their outstanding
work.

I also urge support to increase phys-
ical fitness as a part of our everyday
lives. It is up to us.

————

WHAT DOES THE WAR IN
AFGHANISTAN MEAN?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. FARR) for 5 minutes.

Mr. FARR. Madam Speaker, I rise to
talk about the war in Afghanistan.

We’ve been in Afghanistan since 2001.
What does that mean? I'll tell you
what it means.

It means 3,650 days of violence and
suffering. It means 1,695 American lives
lost. It means $454 billion added to our
deficit. It means that this war has got
to end.

It’s time to apply the Republican
mantra, ‘‘cut, squeeze and trim”’ to the
Afghanistan war because the cost is
simply too high. Also, we can’t afford
to lose another life in this war. We can-
not afford to spend another dollar on
it.

And if our spending reflects our pri-
orities, then we’re totally missing the
point. Americans don’t seek war. Fifty-
nine percent of likely voters want U.S.
troops brought home from Afghani-
stan.

But I'll tell you what Americans do
want. They want jobs. And if we had
taken all the money we’ve spent on the
war, we could have created almost 1
million education jobs, 780,000 health
care jobs, or 364,000 construction jobs.
But we didn’t do that.

We have 9.1 percent unemployment
nationwide, and parts of my district
have over 18 percent unemployment.
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Almost one in every five persons is un-
employed. The unemployment rate
among our veterans is at least 2 per-
cent higher than among civilians.

America can do better than this be-
cause America is a country about peace
and prosperity and opportunity. These
ideals don’t have a price tag, but they
do have a value.

So let’s end this war now. Let’s re-
store peace now. And let’s show what
America really believes, what our real
values are: peace and understanding.

————
CIVILITY IS NEEDED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, thank you for your indul-
gence.

We were in a Judiciary Committee
hearing on the importance of pro-
tecting this Nation from weapons of
mass destruction and then in a hearing
on the Homeland Security Committee,
on which I serve, in trying to ensure
that we secure this homeland and also
respect the privacy of our citizens. I
believe that is a very important chal-
lenge.
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I wanted to come to this floor to call
for civility and understanding. Those
are two conflicting terms. But as a
member of the Judiciary Committee,
having the privilege to oversee the
Constitution of the United States, I
hold very dear the idea of the Bill of
Rights, which allows our citizens the
right to the First Amendment, the
right to association, and the right to
freedom of religion.

But sometimes you have to call upon
your right to explain or to express your
abhorrence with ugly speech.

So I want to say that over the past
couple of days, we have had Herman
Cain shouting out about brainwashing
of a certain population of people, Afri-
can Americans, who I guess he suggests
that we are not educated persons and
as different as any other population of
Americans. The greatness of Americans
is that we are mosaic, we are diverse.
Though I may challenge the philosophy
of the Tea Party and have great abhor-
rence of their views, I would never sug-
gest that those individuals didn’t
thoughtfully think about who they
wanted to associate with. So again to
Mr. Cain, get your vocabulary straight
and understand that we have a brain as
well and make choices on our interests.

Then my good friend Hank Williams,
who I guess professes to be one of
America’s great philosophers, when he
was posed a question about the Presi-
dent of the United States and the
Speaker of the House attempting civil-
ity through what a lot of Americans
do, playing golf, he chose to use a,
what I think was both an unhelpful and
disgraceful comparison. Now, I don’t
know who he was calling what, but he
used the phrase that it would be like
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the Prime Minister of Israel meeting
with Hitler.

And one would have to argue, am I
defending the Speaker of the House or
the President of the United States? I'm
defending the idea that ugly speech
should be called out any time it is uti-
lized. Mr. Williams, you might stick to
the penning of a new hit that you
haven’t had for a long period of time,
although I'm sure you have many fans,
for you to characterize any leader as
the dastardly and heinous person that
Hitler was, the dastardly and heinous
and horrific acts that he perpetrated
on people who were innocent. From
those who happened to be of the Jewish
faith to Polish people to people of
many different backgrounds that lost
their lives in this disgraceful era that
was led by Hitler during the time that
Germany was led by the Nazis.

What a disgraceful statement.

So I would ask that we understand
that America is a great country be-
cause people view us as being tolerant
of so many different things.

And I conclude by suggesting that
those who are watching those on Wall
Street who have gathered now, 700 of
them were arrested, college students
may be out of their classes at 12 noon,
and I say hurray for people who are
standing up and asking the question,
where is my country going?

I want to take it back. I do believe in
saving Medicare, Medicaid, and Social
Security, Pell Grants that are on the
cutting board. I want a job, and I want
banks to be able to give access to cred-
it to small businesses. Of the five that
I visited over my time in my district,
and more that are coming as I go to
many others, I hear over and over
again, are we going to respond to the
needs of small businesses or are banks
going to continue to crush the backs of
small businesses by not lending them
credit? People have a reason to be
upset. But we don’t have to use ugly
talk.

But don’t judge ©people because
they’re out in the streets. I disagree
with the Tea Party because of the
stranglehold that they have on this
Congress that doesn’t allow us to come
together in a civil manner and come
together on behalf of the American
people. But at the same time I recog-
nize their constitutional rights, recog-
nize the constitutional rights of those
that Wall Street and other places have
chosen to be arrested because they
don’t like what is going on in this Na-
tion. They don’t like the fact we are in
an obstruction form of government,
that we would take from those who
need us most and we would use them to
balance the budget.

I'm going to stand with the people
who are out in the streets and say, you
are right—and tell Hank Williams to
try and write another song that might
get him a hit so he doesn’t have to talk
so much.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 15
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

——
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Loving and gracious God, we give
You thanks for giving us another day.

Bless the Members of this assembly
as they set upon the work of these
hours, of these days. Help them to
make wise decisions in a good manner
and to carry their responsibilities
steadily with high hopes for a better
future for our great Nation.

You have created Your people to live
in an environment of great diversity of
race, color, creed, and opinion. These
differences enrich our human experi-
ence but also demand of us the need to
negotiate preferences and opinions to-
ward a common goal.

Please give to the Members of the
people’s House, in abundance, the wis-
dom, skill, and patience to see past
their differences toward their com-
monalities in order to forge a strong
and secure future for our Nation.

May Your blessing, O God, be with
them and with us all this day and every
day to come, and may all we do be done
for Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. RIGELL) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. RIGELL led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:
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H.R. 771. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
1081 Elbel Road in Schertz, Texas, as the
‘“Schertz Veterans Post Office”.

H.R. 1632. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 5014 Gary Avenue in Lubbock, Texas, as
the ‘‘Sergeant Chris Davis Post Office’.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

————

HOUSE REPUBLICANS CONTINUE
TO LEAD THE WAY PROMOTING
JOBS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday, Federal Reserve
Chairman Ben Bernanke, a native of
Dillon, South Carolina, testified before
the Congressional Joint Economic
Committee. He sadly stated that eco-
nomic indicators point toward a ‘‘slug-
gish job growth’ and that the so-called
economic recovery is ‘‘close to fal-
tering.”

Chairman Bernanke went on to say
the primary factor affecting consumer
confidence was the lack of job growth.
He further characterized the country’s
long-term unemployment rate as a
“national crisis.”” This follows the
President’s admission Monday that
voters are not better off than they
were 4 years ago. With failed policies,
the President needs to change course.

House Republicans have sent nearly
90 bills to the Senate for consideration,
but only 20 have passed the Senate.
Much of this legislation dealt directly
with limiting spending, terminating
failing housing programs, and encour-
aging job creation.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———

FORD AND THE UAW

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great satisfaction that I report to the
House today on the agreement reached
between the Ford Motor Company and
the United Auto Workers and its posi-
tive impact on the Nation and in west-
ern New York.

Under the agreement, Ford will in-
crease its workforce at its plant in
Hamburg, New York. Not only will
they offer to rehire 120 workers who
were laid off earlier this year, they will
create 400 new jobs and create a $136
million investment in the facility. This
is a substantial and generational com-
mitment.

How did this happen? It was the rec-
ognition that western New York has a
highly skilled and dependable work-
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force, with a long history of labor and
management working together in co-
operation. It is also the result of labor
and management working diligently to
get a deal done. Their goal was busi-
ness growth and job creation, and they
accomplished it without the
brinksmanship and manufactured cri-
ses that have become far too common
in Washington this year.

Perhaps Congress can learn from
Ford and the UAW that when two sides
sit down at the table and bargain in
good faith toward a common good, the
end can be more satisfying, resulting in
new business investment and job
growth.

————

THE CEMENT SECTOR
REGULATORY RELIEF ACT OF 2011

(Mr. YOUNG of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday, I had the opportunity to
meet with Hilltop Resources, a con-
crete company that has a presence in
my southern Indiana district. They
were here to talk about how the new
Cement MACT regulations would affect
their business and their workforce.

Their cost of production would go up
7 to 10 percent—a huge hit for any busi-
ness. They would have to import more
of their raw materials from places like
China—materials that are of a lesser
quality. And those increased costs
would require them to scale back their
American workforce at a time when we
need them to expand.

We cannot keep letting the EPA im-
pose these burdensome and job-crush-
ing regulations without any concern
for how they affect our constituents.
When we take up H.R. 2681 later today,
we have the chance to help an industry
that has already been hit hard by the
recession. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this measure.

——————

UP2US ANNUAL COACH OF THE
YEAR

(Mr. MCINTYRE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Up2Us, a leading
youth sports development organization
working to address childhood obesity
and promote improved academic per-
formance and constructive activities
for youth. Up2Us supports a national
network of nearly 500 member organi-
zations operating in all 50 States, serv-
ing 25 million youth through both tra-
ditional and nontraditional sports pro-
grams.

Sharing best practices, advancing
initiatives that extend opportunities to
new players, and delivering quality
programs in underserved communities,
these are but some of the ways where a
tremendous need for constructive out-
lets for our youth are occurring
through this organization.
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Also, the men and women serving as
AmeriCorps members with the Up2Us
Coach Across America program are
helping young people with a passion for
sports to go to the low-income commu-
nities and reach out to children who
may not have someone to be their
coach or their mentor.

The entire staff of Up2Us and their
volunteers are doing a great job. May
God continue to bless them in their
successful work for years ahead and in
demonstrating that we can help our
young people in constructive ways with
sports and recreation. Indeed, advanc-
ing the lives of all of our youth is a
team sport.

DEFENDING TRICARE

(Mr. RIGELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. RIGELL. Mr. Speaker, I have the
great privilege, and really the honor, of
representing the largest concentration
of active duty and retired military
members in the country; and it’s a true
honor to defend those who wear our Na-
tion’s uniform and to speak boldly on
behalf of our veterans.

Today, I rise to address a recent deci-
sion by the Department of Defense re-
garding TRICARE. The DOD has in-
creased fees for those enrolling in
TRICARE Prime after October 1, 2011.
Mr. Speaker, this action is nothing less
than a breach of trust between this
great Nation and its veterans.

Career members of the uniformed
services and their families make in-
credible sacrifices over the course of
long careers defending our freedom.
They honored their commitment and
exceeded what they told us that they
would do. They have served with dis-
tinction.

We need to honor our commitment to
each of them. So I call on the Depart-
ment of Defense to reverse its decision
and to honor its promise to our vet-
erans.

———
O 1210

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AWARENESS
MONTH AND CELL PHONE DRIVE

(Ms. CHU asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. CHU. Every 9 seconds, a woman
is assaulted or beaten in the United
States. Every day, more than three
American women are murdered by
their husbands or boyfriends. And a
staggering 1.3 million women and al-
most 840,000 men are physically as-
saulted by an intimate partner every
year.

For the last decade, in October, dur-
ing Domestic Violence Awareness
Month, I stood up with the shelters and
hospitals in my district to support the
women and men who escaped their
abusers. Many of these victims escaped
with literally only the clothes on their
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backs. So together, we put on a dona-
tion drive of cell phones, clothing, and
personal necessities to benefit victims
of abuse. This drive will be going on
throughout October, and you can sup-
port the effort by donating items at
Kaiser offices throughout the 32nd Con-
gressional District in California.

Together, we can and must do more
to stop domestic violence.

——
THE DRAGON IS SNORTING FIRE

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
Chinese dragon is snorting the fire of
intimidation against our ally, Taiwan.
To defend itself from the Chinese drag-
on’s evil intentions, Taiwan protects
itself with rusty swords—outdated F-
16s. It also appears that by bullying,
the United States has become timid
under the Chinese dragon. The Beijing
Government doesn’t want us to sell
new F-16 CDs to Taiwan—so we don’t.

Further, the Chinese evil intentions
of mischief are not limited to Taiwan.
In the South China Sea, the talons of
the Beijing dragon have initiated con-
frontation with Korea, the Philippines,
Japan, and Vietnam. China claims sea
areas that are in international waters
or belong to other nations.

With all these belligerent actions oc-
curring by China, it’s not in our na-
tional interest to play Chamberlain
and appease the Chinese dragon.

Sell the Taiwanese the new swords
they need to defend themselves against
the fiery dragon. Sell them American
F-16 CDs. It is in our national interest
to help Taiwan be armed to be the
dragon slayer if it needs to be and de-
fend itself against China.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

BENEFITS OF AMERICAN JOBS
ACT

(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, the Amer-
ican Jobs Act, proposed by President
Obama, is a clear path forward to re-
building America by putting our coun-
try back to work, helping small busi-
nesses succeed, and providing tax relief
for workers.

Specifically, this plan would put
teachers, firefighters, police and first
responders to work by creating jobs
through investments in America’s
schools and infrastructure. It will also
provide tax cuts that put money in the
pockets of American workers and em-
ployers so they can grow and add jobs,
as well as offer job training incentives
to hire returning veterans and help the
unemployed with pathways back to
work.

The most critical element of the Jobs
Act is that it requires immediate ac-
tion to create American jobs and re-
build our economy. In conjunction with
our Make It in America agenda, the
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Jobs Act will provide the long-term
tools for rebuilding the American man-
ufacturing base and creating well-pay-
ing jobs into the future.

The Jobs Act invests in our future
and assists struggling Americans now,
all without adding a dime to the def-
icit.

Mr. Speaker, our number one priority
needs to be job creation, and the Amer-
ican Jobs Act is the first step in that
effort.

BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT

(Mr. BROUN of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
16 years ago, Congress failed to pass a
balanced budget amendment to the
Constitution by a single Senate vote.
Back then, our national debt was about
$56 trillion. Today, our debt stands at
nearly $15 trillion, and our Democrat
leadership is showing no signs of slow-
ing down their outrageous spending.

Imagine what the state of the econ-
omy could look like if it weren’t
strapped down by that extra $10 trillion
worth of debt. Imagine how much
brighter the future of our children and
grandchildren could be without the
threat of having to repay the money
that Washington has wasted. Imagine
how mom-and-pop shops could be grow-
ing, hiring and expanding if looming
tax increases weren’t a factor in their
business plans.

Enough is enough. Missing another
opportunity to balance the budget is
not a mistake that we can afford to
make twice. That’s why I authored my
balanced budget amendment, so that
we can stop the spending and start pay-
ing down our debt.

I urge all of my colleagues to become
cosponsors of my amendment, which is
the most conservative and effective ap-
proach to balancing the budget.

——————

AMERICAN JOBS ACT

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, in my con-
gressional district, the unemployment
rate 1is 17 ©percent; and in San
Bernardino County, it’s well above 14
percent.

My constituents need a bold plan of
action, not more gridlock in Wash-
ington, D.C. They want us to come to-
gether and take action. The American
Jobs Act provides a clear path forward
to put our country back to work.

This bill contains bipartisan ideas
that will put teachers, firefighters,
first responders, and cops back to work
right now, provide tax cuts that put
money in the pockets of working
Americans right now, give businesses
job-creating tax breaks right now, and
provide a boost to our economy right
now. And this bill is fully paid for, not
adding a dime to our deficit.

The Republican Party has supported
these ideas in the past. It’s time to put
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politics aside. Let’s come to the table
and work together. The American peo-
ple cannot afford to wait any longer.
Let’s act now. Pass this bipartisan jobs
bill.

TWO SIMPLE TASKS FOR THE DO-
NOTHING SENATE

(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, if our
colleagues at the opposite end of this
Capitol, the Senate, are serious about
getting our economy moving and
America back to work, I urge them to
do two things immediately. To start
with, for the first time in 888 days,
they should do what every American
family and business does and set a
budget; 888 days—almost 30 months—
without a budget is not just an abdica-
tion of responsibility. It is a funda-
mental failure to govern.

Second, they should immediately
take up a bill we sent with over-
whelming bipartisan support, the Re-
ducing Regulatory Burdens Act. We
passed it in March; they’ve done noth-
ing. If we don’t act on it by the end of
this month, our agriculture sector will
be deluged with a new avalanche of
needless red tape.

I hope that this do-nothing Senate
will move on both of these issues im-
mediately in order to help both the
American people and the American
economy.

MODERNIZING THE AMERICAN
LEGION

(Mr. ALTMIRE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. ALTMIRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the brave men and women
who have served our Nation and are
today members of the American Le-
gion, a congressionally chartered orga-
nization. That charter is in need of
modernization. So the American Le-
gion, at their national convention,
adopted a resolution asking Congress
to amend the charter to clarify that
the Legion members may pay their an-
nual dues and renewals using modern
technology, such as over the Internet
by credit card.

For this reason, I have joined my
good friend from Florida, Congressman
ROONEY, in introducing a bill to sup-
port the Legion’s recommendation.

Our bill, H.R. 2369, enjoys widespread
support, as evidenced by the 350 of our
colleagues who have cosponsored this
legislation. Hopefully, this bill will
soon move through the legislative
process in order to modernize the Le-
gion’s charter and make this small, but
significant, change to make life a little
more convenient for members of the
American Legion.
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1-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF THE
DEATH OF DAVID HARTLEY

(Mr. GARDNER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, 1 year
ago last Friday marks the tragic day
that David Hartley was Kkilled on Fal-
con Lake, which straddles the U.S./
Mexico border. My staff and I have spo-
ken with David’s wife, Tiffany, on a
number of occasions and pray that she,
along with help from Congress, can find
the answers we are all seeking regard-
ing David’s death.

David’s death is a horrible tragedy
and underscores the need to restore
safety and security to our borders. Our
role in Congress is to ensure that
Americans are not in danger when they
visit the border. That means we need
to act. We need to put in place real and
effective measures that keep the Mexi-
can drug cartels, pirates, and other un-
lawful activity away from the United
States. The drug trade contributes to
the all-too-frequent stories we hear
about crime, kidnapping, and murder
that occur along our southern border.
The time is now to put pressure on the
Government of Mexico to bring their
own criminals to justice.

My heart goes out to Tiffany, along
with the Hartley family, during this
time. I will continue to work hard for
answers, and I will continue to fight
for border security so that atrocities
like this simply stop occurring.

———

IN SUPPORT OF AMERICAN JOBS
ACT

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the American Jobs
Act, which addresses two critical issues
facing America today: the need for im-
mediate investments in our Nation’s
infrastructure that will put Americans
back to work, and the need to upgrade
our schools to meet the requirements
demanded by a 2lst-century education.

Mr. Speaker, last week, I visited
Adams Elementary School in Santa
Barbara, California. This school is well
over 45 years old and is in desperate
need of more classroom space, a new li-
brary, and technology upgrades. Like
other school districts around the coun-
try, Santa Barbara has been forced to
cut budgets and lay off teachers, and
struggles to pay for school upgrades
which would promote a better-educated
workforce. The American Jobs Act
would help fix this problem by pro-
viding school districts with the re-
sources they need to make the needed
school improvements. This act would
create good, well-paying jobs now and
strengthen our future economy as well.

The American Jobs Act is about jobs,
but it’s also about our children’s edu-
cation. It’s about our Nation’s future.
We should pass the American Jobs Act,
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Mr. Speaker; and we should pass it
now.
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AMERICANS SAY MEDIA ARE
BIASED AND TOO LIBERAL

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Americans say the national media are
biased, untrustworthy, and too liberal,
according to separate polls released re-
cently by Gallup and the Pew Research
Center. Gallup found that only 1 in 10
Americans now have a great deal of
trust in the national media. A majority
say the media are biased. And by a
margin of more than 3-1, Americans
think the media are too liberal rather
than too conservative.

Pew found that 1 in 4 Americans
think that news organizations, in gen-
eral, get the facts straight. That’s a 14
percent decrease from 4 years ago. And
almost 8 in 10 Americans say news or-
ganizations favor one side over the
other.

Mr. Speaker, if the media want to re-
store the public’s trust, they should
give Americans the facts, not tell them
what to think.

——————

KEEP AMERICA’S WATERFRONTS
WORKING ACT

(Ms. PINGREE of Maine asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
of Maine’s 3,300 miles of coastline, less
than 20 miles support commercial fish-
ing and other traditional marine ac-
tivities. But this small portion of the
coastline contributes $800 million to
Maine’s economy and provides jobs for
over 30,000 people. As the coastline con-
tinues to give way to condos, hotels,
and other non-compatible uses, these
jobs are disappearing.

This problem is not unique to Maine.
It occurs on all our coasts and water-
ways around the country and through-
out the Great Lakes region. Working
waterfront jobs are disappearing as a
result of tremendous pressures commu-
nities face from incompatible develop-
ment.

That’s why today I'm introducing the
Keep America’s Waterfronts Working
Act, along with my colleagues from
around the country. With a grants pro-
gram devoted to preserving working
waterfronts across the Nation, States
will be able to help preserve jobs and
communities that depend on them.

———

HEALTH CARE PETITIONS

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, this morn-
ing here on Capitol Hill I stood with
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other Members of Congress to receive
more than 1.6 million signatures on pe-
titions calling for the immediate re-
peal of last year’s huge health care
law.

We’ve now had 18 months to find out
what’s in the bill, and it only looks
worse every day. We found the billions
of dollars in slush funds that the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services
controls, without any input from Con-
gress. We found a CLASS Act, a long-
term care insurance care plan that is
so broken that HHS had to stop plan-
ning for its implementation. We’ve
seen health care premiums climb fast-
er, despite promises that the law would
save every American family $2,500 per
year. We’ve seen Federal courts reject
as unconstitutional the notion that the
government can force you to buy insur-
ance.

I’'d need much more than 1 minute to
catalog all the ways this bill is hurting
job growth and destroying health care
innovation. Simply put, this is a roll-
ing train wreck, and the American peo-
ple know it. We need to listen to them
and repeal this destructive and uncon-
stitutional bill.

———
THE HOUSING CRISIS

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, my staff have spent countless hours
fighting off wrongful foreclosures. A
number of my constituents have sub-
mitted the same paperwork to banks
five different times and had their short
sales denied three times. Other con-
stituents were given 24 hours to return
a package of 60 documents to a bank
that has had those documents for 6
months already.

Mr. Speaker, this is just not accept-
able. An important step to fixing this
economy is to solve this housing crisis.
People cannot spend if they are living
under the crushing weight of a mort-
gage payment worth more than their
home.

Three years ago the average con-
sumer spent $100 a day. Now the aver-
age consumer spends about $68 a day.
We need programs to help the 14 mil-
lion people whose homes are under-
water.

I ask the majority, what have you
done today to help the middle class af-
ford to keep a roof over their heads?

———

BRING THE AMERICAN JOBS ACT
TO THE FLOOR

(Ms. CASTOR of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise to urge the House GOP leadership
to bring the American Jobs Act to the
floor.

One of the primary reasons we’ve got
to work together on a jobs strategy is
to modernize and repair schools all
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across the country. This will create
thousands and thousands of jobs. Small
business contractors, electricians, and
others can repair our schools.

Back home in Florida, the school dis-
tricts are having to delay maintenance.
Teachers are being laid off, and schools
are unable to invest in the modern
science labs that will help prepare our
kids for the jobs of the new century.

Yesterday, Vice President BIDEN vis-
ited Oakstead Elementary, north of
Tampa, which is an A school. It opened
5 years ago, was built for 700 students,
but they have over 1,000 students at
Oakstead. And even with the over-
crowding, the school district has had to
release eight teachers. That is not
smart.

“To keep this a grade-A school, we’re
going to have to keep teachers in the
classroom,” the Vice President said.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my GOP col-
leagues not to block the American Jobs
Act. Our small business owners and
contractors are ready to modernize
schools, and parents like me want dedi-
cated teachers in the classroom.

—————

LISTEN TO THE AMERICAN
PEOPLE

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, last week I had the pleasure
of visiting small businesses that cre-
ated jobs, anyone from doctors who
worked 7 days in their office to compa-
nies who could sell anything to any-
body to a beauty school that had peo-
ple who were trying to be independent
contractors; they created jobs. And I'm
going to talk about them in the weeks
to come.

So I'm begging, I'm begging this bi-
partisan House to put the American
Jobs Act on the floor. That’s because
the GOP, of course, for 39 weeks has
put one bill after another. One put off
or destroyed 700,000 jobs. That was the
spending bill. Another, about the Pa-
tient Bill of Rights, destroyed 300,000
jobs.

But 65 percent of Americans say we
want jobs. They’re at First and Inde-
pendence right now. They’re down at
Wall Street. They’re on Main Street.
They’re telling us, we want jobs. We
want our teachers back, our fire-
fighters back, we want our police back.
We want to rebuild our schools. We
need payroll tax relief so our small
businesses can hire someone else. We
want J-O-B-S. it’s a simple point.

Put the American Jobs Act on the
floor. Listen to the American people,
the people in Wall Street that are ar-
rested, 700 of them are crying out in
pain. Let’s respond to the American
people. That is our job.

———
PASS THE AMERICAN JOBS ACT

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, last
week I was in Red Bank, New Jersey,
in my district, outside the Broadway
Diner, talking to the mayor of Red
Bank and several small business lead-
ers about the American Jobs Act.

I want to urge that this House and
the Republican leadership take up the
American Jobs Act as soon as possible.
The bill includes an array of tax cuts
for small businesses that hire new
workers or give raises to existing
workers. It also includes a payroll tax
cut that puts money into the pockets
of the American workers.

The Jobs Act will help small busi-
nesses do what they do best: create
jobs, drive innovation, and provide eco-
nomic security for the middle class.
And the payroll tax cuts would save a
small business with 50 workers approxi-
mately $560,000 a year. On the employee
side, each American family would take
home an additional $1,500 annually.

Mr. Speaker, when I talked to my
small businesses in Red Bank about the
American Jobs Act, they thought it
was a great idea. They thought they
would be able to take advantage of it.

We also worked with the SBA to look
at possible loans that they were inter-
ested in to expand their businesses.
This is what we need to do. Pass the
American Jobs Act, Mr. Speaker.

————
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SUPPORT THE AMERICAN JOBS
ACT

(Mr. FATTAH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, I re-
cently visited a Boeing facility in
Philadelphia where 2 years ago only
4,000 people were working. Today there
are 6,000. They have three shifts work-
ing each day. They have a weekend
shift on Saturdays and Sundays. They
are working hard and playing a vital
role in our national defense.

I wanted to rise today to compliment
the Obama administration for giving
Boeing the largest contract in the his-
tory of our country with the tanker
procurement program, well over $34 bil-
lion, which takes American ingenuity
and manufacturing jobs to a new
height here in America, and I want to
thank the administration for their
hard work on this. This has been de-
layed for a long period of time, and
having seen these Boeing workers work
so very hard and well, it just reminds
me of how many other Americans want
to go to work.

I hope that we have a chance to sup-
port the American Jobs Act, that we
bring it up and vote on it favorably so
we can put many more of our fellow
citizens to work.

—————

RECOGNIZING REVEREND FRED
LEE SHUTTLESWORTH ON HIS
PASSING

(Ms. SEWELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Ms. SEWELL. Today I rise to express
my condolences and heartfelt wishes
for the family of Reverend Fred
Shuttlesworth, who passed this morn-
ing.

Reverend Fred Shuttlesworth was an
icon of the civil rights movement. I
know that in Birmingham, Alabama,
we hold him in high esteem, and today
I just wanted to make sure that my
colleagues knew that Reverend
Shuttlesworth passed this morning.

I know in the days and weeks to
come we will celebrate his life and me-
morialize him in proper form, but
today I rise just to acknowledge his
wonderful work and to make sure that
his family knew that we as Americans
truly appreciate their sacrifice and his
wonderful accomplishments to making
this country as great as it can be, and
making sure that this country upholds
its ideals of equality and justice for all.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WOMACK). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which the vote incurs objection under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later.

———————

RETURNING RECLAIMED
BROADBAND STIMULUS FUNDS
TO U.S. TREASURY

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1343) to return unused or re-
claimed funds made available for
broadband awards in the American Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 to
the Treasury of the United States, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1343

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. ACCOUNTABILITY FOR BROADBAND
STIMULUS FUNDS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Administrator of the Rural
Utilities Service or the Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Communications and Information
shall take prompt and appropriate action to ter-
minate for cause any award made under the
Broadband Initiatives Program or the
Broadband Technology Opportunities Program,
respectively, established pursuant to the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, if
the Administrator or Assistant Secretary deter-
mines that cause exists to terminate the award.
Such cause may include an insufficient level of
performance, wasteful spending, or fraudulent
spending.

(b) DEOBLIGATION AND RETURN OF FUNDS TO
TREASURY.—

(1) DEOBLIGATION.—Upon terminating an
award under subsection (a), the Administrator
or the Assistant Secretary shall immediately
deobligate an amount equivalent to such award,
less allowable costs, to the extent funds with re-
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spect to such award are available in the account
relating to the Broadband Initiatives Program
or the Broadband Technology Opportunities
Program, respectively. If the Administrator or
the Assistant Secretary subsequently recovers
any additional amounts from such award, the
Administrator or the Assistant Secretary shall
deobligate such additional amounts immediately
upon receipt.

(2) RETURN TO TREASURY.—Not later than 30
days after deobligating an amount under para-
graph (1), the Administrator or the Assistant
Secretary shall, without exception, return such
amount to the general fund of the Treasury of
the United States.

(3) NO EXPENDITURES DURING TERMINATION
PROCESS.—The Administrator or the Assistant
Secretary shall promptly pursue available cor-
rective measures to ensure that funds received
through an award terminated under subsection
(a) are not expended during the termination
process.

(4) ACCOUNTING BY AWARD RECIPIENT.—The
Administrator or the Assistant Secretary shall
direct the recipient of an award terminated
under subsection (a) to provide to the Adminis-
trator or the Assistant Secretary a complete and
accurate accounting, which may include an
independent accounting, for any award funds
that, as of the date of termination, the recipient
has received but has not expended on allowable
costs.

SEC. 2. DISPOSITION OF UNUSED FUNDS.

The Administrator of the Rural Utilities Serv-
ice or the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for
Communications and Information shall return
to the general fund of the Treasury of the
United States an amount equivalent to any
award, less allowable costs, made under the
Broadband Initiatives Program or the
Broadband Technology Opportunities Program,
respectively, established pursuant to the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, if
such award has been returned to the Adminis-
trator or Assistant Secretary or disclaimed by
the award recipient at any time after the date of
enactment of such Act.

SEC. 3. OVERSIGHT AND REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.

(a) ACTION ON INFORMATION FrROM OIG OR
GAO.—If the Administrator of the Rural Utili-
ties Service or the Assistant Secretary of Com-
merce for Communications and Information re-
ceives information from an official described in
subsection (b) with respect to an award made
under the Broadband Initiatives Program or the
Broadband Technology Opportunities Program,
respectively, established pursuant to the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009,
and such information pertains to material non-
compliance with the award terms or pProvisions
or improper usage of award funds, the Adminis-
trator or the Assistant Secretary shall—

(1) immediately review such information; and

(2) not later than 30 days after receiving such
information, determine whether cause exists to
terminate such award under section 1(a), unless
the official who provided such information rec-
ommends that the Administrator or the Assist-
ant Secretary limit or not make such a deter-
mination.

(b) OFFICIALS DESCRIBED.—The officials de-
scribed in this subsection are the following:

(1) With respect to the Broadband Initiatives
Program, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

(2) With respect to the Broadband Technology
Opportunities Program, the Inspector General of
the Department of Commerce.

(3) The Comptroller General of the United
States.

(¢) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 days after
making a determination described in subsection
(a)(2), the Administrator or the Assistant Sec-
retary shall provide a notification of such deter-
mination to—
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(A) the Committee on Agriculture of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture of the Senate or the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate, respectively;
and

(B) the official who provided the information
described in subsection (a).

(2) CONTENTS OF NOTIFICATION.—The notifica-
tion required by paragraph (1) shall include an
explanation of—

(A) the determination described in subsection
(a)(2); and

(B) any action taken as a result of the deter-
mination or why no action was necessary.

(3) CONFIDENTIAL NOTIFICATION UNDER CER-
TAIN CIRCUMSTANCES.—In the case of a deter-
mination by the Administrator or the Assistant
Secretary under subsection (a)(2) that cause
does not exist to terminate the award, the Ad-
ministrator or the Assistant Secretary may make
the congressional notification required by para-
graph (1)(A) on a confidential basis, if the Ad-
ministrator or the Assistant Secretary deter-
mines, after consultation with the official who
provided the information described in subsection
(a), that—

(A) there is no merit to such information; and

(B) notification on a public basis would cause
irreparable harm to any person the information
is regarding.

SEC. 4. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.

Section 6001(i)(4) of the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (47 U.S.C.
1305(i)(4)) is amended—

(1) by striking “may’’ and inserting ‘‘shall’’;
and

(2) by striking *‘, and award these funds com-
petitively to mew or existing applicants con-
sistent with this section’’.

SEC. 5. AWARD DEFINED.

In this Act, the term “‘award’ includes grants
and loans.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WALDEN) and the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

First of all, I want to thank my col-
league from New Hampshire, CHARLIE
BASS, who has really worked hard on
this issue to bring about greater ac-
countability and oversight of how
American taxpayer dollars are being
allocated under the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act, especially to
make sure that when the money comes
back that it’s really clear with these
agencies that it goes back to pay down
the deficit and doesn’t end up in some
sort of slush fund, and my colleague
Mr. BASS has played a real leadership
role in both crafting this legislation
and making sure it comes to the House
at this time.

Mr. Speaker, the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act allocated ap-
proximately $7 billion in taxpayer
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money to two broadband-related grant
and loan programs. One was adminis-
tered by the National Telecommuni-
cations and Information Administra-
tion and the other by the Rural Utility
Service. The wisdom of creating these
programs and whether the money
should have been better targeted to
unserved households has been the sub-
ject of ongoing debate. There is, how-
ever, general consensus on the impor-
tance of oversight, as evidenced by the
bill, H.R. 1343, unanimously passed out
of subcommittee and the full Energy
and Commerce Committee by voice
vote. I, for one, want to make sure
these programs do not produce some
sort of Solyndra problem. I want to
thank our ranking members, WAXMAN
and ESHOO, and their staffs for working
with us on this bill. We incorporated a
number of their suggestions, and the
bill is better because of it.

Because the NTIA and RUS have al-
ready awarded all $7 billion, the bill
does not automatically revoke any
money. To do so would not only be un-
fair to the grant and loan recipients
that are abiding by their award terms,
it would also likely cost the govern-
ment more in legal fees than it would
save.

The vast majority of the money is
yet to be spent by the awardees, how-
ever. So, what H.R. 1343 does is clarify
the responsibility of the NTIA and the
RUS going forward to terminate failed
or failing grants and loans and to re-
turn to the U.S. Treasury any re-
scinded or relinquished funds. The bill
also improves oversight of the
broadband programs. Among other
things, the bill requires the NTIA and
the RUS either to terminate an award
within 30 days of receiving information
from their respective Inspectors Gen-
eral or the Comptroller General regard-
ing material in noncompliance with
award terms, or to explain to Congress
why they don’t. It would require the
NTIA and RUS to deobligate and re-
turn to the Treasury funds from termi-
nated awards as well as return unused
funds from any relinquished awards.
Finally, it would require award recipi-
ents to provide an accounting of funds
received but not yet expended, if the
NTIA or RUS terminate those awards.

The number of NTIA and RUS awards
that have already been returned, and
the fact that more than 90 percent of
the money the ARRA allocated for
broadband still remains obligated but
unspent, makes this legislation all the
more important. Of 233 NTIA awards
worth approximately $3.94 billion, re-
cipients had only spent $480 million
through June of this year, despite
claims that the stimulus act generally
would focus on ‘‘shovel ready”
projects. Clearly, that hasn’t happened
here. Four of the 233 awards worth ap-
proximately $40 million have already
been rescinded or returned. The RUS
has issued 320 awards, consisting of $2.3
billion in grants and $87 million lever-
aged for $1.2 billion in loans. Yet re-
cipients had only spent $250 million by
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the middle of July, and 28 of the 320
awards, worth $123 million in grants
and $35 million in loans, had already
been returned or rescinded.

Some of my colleagues, as they did in
committee, may say that the legisla-
tion is really unnecessary. I would dis-
agree. The Department of Commerce
Inspector General, the Department of
Agriculture Inspector General, and the
Government  Accountability Office
have all flagged concerns with the pro-
grams and identified them as high risk,
including in testimony at the Commu-
nications and Technology Subcommit-
tee’s February 10, 2011, hearing.

A number of statutory shortcomings
further demonstrate the need for this
legislation. For example, existing law
leaves the NTIA and the RUS too much
discretion in deciding whether to
deobligate and return funds from failed
or failing awards. Section 6001(i)(4) of
the stimulus law establishing the NTTA
program stipulates only that the As-
sistant Secretary ‘‘may’’ deobligate
awards in cases of waste, fraud, or in-
sufficient performance. The statutory
language provides even less guidance to
the RUS, remaining silent on the issue
of deobligation and return of funds.
Commerce Assistant Secretary
Strickling agreed in an April 2011 hear-
ing that the bill would create more cer-
tainty. That was our effort.

While Dodd-Frank added rescission
provisions to the ARRA, it is unclear
whether the terms ‘‘withdraw’ and
“‘recapture’ in Dodd-Frank have the
same meaning as ‘‘deobligate’ in sec-
tion 6001 of the ARRA, leaving unclear
how the Dodd-Frank provisions would
be interpreted and applied to the
broadband grants.

When Congress uses billions of dol-
lars to subsidize broadband in competi-
tion with the private sector, especially
when 95 percent of the country already
has access, it bears all the more re-
sponsibility to police those dollars. For
this and all the reasons that I have
mentioned, I thank the gentleman
from New Hampshire for his leadership
on this issue, and I urge my colleagues
to vote for the bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
Washington, DC, September 30, 2011.
Hon. FRED UPTON,
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN UPTON: Thank you for the
opportunity to review the text of H.R. 1343,
to return unused or reclaimed funds made
available for broadband awards in the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
to the Treasury of the United States, for pro-
visions of the bill that fall within the juris-
diction of this Committee.

Knowing of your interest in expediting this
legislation and in maintaining the continued
consultation between our Committees on
these matters, I agree to discharge H.R. 1343
from further consideration by the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. I do so with the un-
derstanding that by discharging the bill, the
Committee on Agriculture does not waive
any future jurisdictional claim over this or
similar matters. In addition, in the event a
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conference with the Senate is requested on
this matter, the Committee on Agriculture
reserves the right to seek appointment of
conferees, if it should become necessary.

I ask that you insert a copy of our ex-
change of letters into the Congressional
Record during consideration of this measure
on the House floor.

Thank you for your courtesy in this mat-
ter and I look forward to continued coopera-
tion between our respective committees.

Sincerely,
FRANK D. LLUCAS,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, September 30, 2011.
Hon. FRANK D. LUCAS,
Chairman, Committee on Agriculture,
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN LUCAS: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 1343, to return unused
or reclaimed funds made available for
broadband awards in the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act of 2009 to the Treas-
ury of the United States. As you noted, there
are provisions of the bill that fall within the
rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

I appreciate your willingness to forgo ac-
tion on H.R. 1343. I agree that your decision
should not prejudice the Committee on Agri-
culture with respect to the appointment of
conferees or its jurisdictional prerogatives
on this or similar legislation.

I will include a copy of your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of H.R. 1343 on the House floor.

Sincerely,

Wash-

FrRED UPTON,
Chairman.
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Mrs. CAPPS. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today also in sup-
port of H.R. 1343. This legislation di-
rects the Department of Commerce’s
National Telecommunications and In-
formation Administration and the Ag-
riculture Department’s Rural Utility
Service to do what they are already, to
a great degree, doing—returning
deobligated broadband Recovery Act
funds to the U.S. Treasury.

As Mr. WALDEN just said, H.R. 1343
was reported by the Energy and Com-
merce Committee with broad bipar-
tisan support, and we should always
take every step possible to improve
oversight and ensure that U.S. tax dol-
lars are spent wisely. So that is a good
reason to support this bill, but I think
it’s also important today not to lose
sight of the fact that the Recovery Act
has been a true success for broadband
deployment.

The $7 billion in allocated broadband
spending is bringing real economic,
educational, and civic benefits to com-
munities throughout the country. It’s
bridging the middle-mile gap, bringing
high-speed Internet to small businesses
and rural entrepreneurs. For businesses
to grow, they need to expand their
markets and enhance their realtime
capabilities.

Broadband enables these successes.
Broadband also connects patients with
health care specialists thousands of
miles away, and it enables doctors to
monitor the vital signs of a heart pa-
tient while the patient sits at home.
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Importantly, broadband brings the
world’s reference materials to the fin-
gertips of our students in classrooms in
big urban cities and in rural commu-
nities alike.

Simply put, broadband is no longer a
luxury; it is a real necessity. That’s
why so many of my colleagues advo-
cated for broadband applicants in our
congressional districts. From coast to
coast, Mr. Speaker, our colleagues
joined us in understanding the neces-
sity of broadband deployment, and
there were tremendous success stories.

In my home State of California, for
example, the Digital 395 Broadband
Project is deploying broadband in rural
communities up and down the eastern
edge of the State. We’re seeing commu-
nity colleges expand their learning
centers to provide outreach, training,
and learning support services to in-
crease the digital literacy skills of low-
income residents. They are learning
the critical skills needed to be full par-
ticipants in our digital economy.

Across the country, the large-scale
public-private Internet2 project is
working to connect 121,000 community
anchor institutions to a dedicated na-
tional fiber backbone. Colleges, univer-
sities, libraries, major veterans and
other health care facilities, as well as
public safety entities, are all bene-
fiting from this Recovery Act
broadband project.

As I said earlier, we must make sure
that taxpayer dollars are always spent
wisely; and that’s why, to counter
waste, fraud and abuse, the Recovery
Act built oversight directly into the
structure of the law. The two agencies
overseeing the broadband programs,
the Department of Commerce and the
Department of Agriculture, were pro-
vided $16 million and $22.5 million re-
spectively to oversee audit programs,
grants, and activities funded by the Re-
covery Act.

To further enhance oversight, the
Pay It Back Act was passed as part of
the Dodd-Frank Wall Street reform. It
makes clear, in no uncertain terms,
that all returned or deobligated funds
must be promptly transferred back to
the Treasury. In fact, the Energy and
Commerce Committee heard testimony
from Assistant Secretary Strickling
and Administrator Adelstein that they
were already promptly returning
deobligated funds to the Treasury, and
they saw no ambiguity in current law
that would prevent them from con-
tinuing to return deobligated funds.
Current law is clear: deobligated funds
must be returned to the Treasury.

So while I do support the bill before
us, I must be honest and say that I
think it is a little redundant. Oversight
was built into the Recovery Act, into
the broadband programs, and was re-
affirmed with Dodd-Frank. This bill
simply reiterates what the NTIA and
the RUS are already doing—vigorously
overseeing broadband projects and re-
turning all deobligated funds to the
Treasury.

While this bill is not necessarily
needed, I do not oppose it, and I en-
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courage my colleagues to join me in
supporting this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I now
yield such time as he may consume to
the author of the legislation, a very
valuable member of our Subcommittee
on Communications and Technology,
the gentleman from New Hampshire
(Mr. BASS).

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I want
to thank my friend and colleague from
Oregon for yielding me time. I also
want to thank my friend from Cali-
fornia for supporting this legislation
and for speaking in support of it.

Mr. Speaker, as the representative of
a rural district, I understand the chal-
lenges of increasing access to
broadband Internet service. We have
many, many communities that suffer
economically, as well as culturally,
due to the lack of access to broadband;
and any effort that’s undertaken to im-
prove that access is a good effort. At
the same time, however, Congress must
act to protect the taxpayer and provide
oversight for the nearly $7.2 billion in
funds appropriated by the 2009 Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act.

I would only note that a significant
percentage of the obligated funds are
being expended by recipients who have
little or no experience in the business
of designing and building broadband
Internet and that that, in and of itself,
justifies the passage of this legislation,
which would provide much needed over-
sight for the broadband stimulus funds
and would ensure that the law is defini-
tive and would be quick to reclaim
funds if there is reason to terminate an
award for reasons of waste, fraud, or
insufficient performance. As my friend
from Oregon and my friend from Cali-
fornia mentioned, it does not revoke
any award that has already been grant-

ed.

The GAO and Inspectors General
have testified that the size and com-
plexity of the programs and the short
turnaround time provided to the NTIA
and RUS to award the money has cre-
ated substantial risk in these pro-
grams. Thus far, nearly 30 awards for
grants and loans worth about $200 mil-
lion have been returned to the Treas-
ury. Many have returned the awards
because they’ve recognized that they
won’t be successful. In those cases, we
want to ensure that taxpayer exposure
is minimized, and we want to prevent
throwing good money after bad for
projects that should be terminated for
waste, fraud, or insufficient perform-
ance.

During committee hearings, the ad-
ministrators testified that the decision
to deobligate funds for awards that
give rise to reason to terminate is dis-
cretionary, according to the Recovery
Act language. I emphasize ‘‘discre-
tionary.”” The Inspectors General said
the stimulus bill does not make clear
whether or when the NTIA and the
RUS must deobligate funds for trou-
bled projects. This legislation removes
that ambiguity and makes clear that
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such problem awards must be termi-
nated and deobligated.

Moreover, the Inspectors General
said current law does not ensure the
NTIA and RUS will be responsive to
their oversight recommendations. H.R.
1343 will provide important sunlight by
requiring the administrators to act on
recommendations made by the IG or to
respond with their reasons for not act-
ing.

While I wasn’t in Congress for the
Recovery Act’s passage, now that the
funds have been awarded, I think it’s
common sense that Congress should re-
quire an accounting of how these funds
are being spent and what the American
taxpayer is getting for these expendi-
tures.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Congress to
pass this important piece of legisla-
tion.

Mrs. CAPPS. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I now
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
STEARNS), who chairs our very impor-
tant Oversight Subcommittee and who
has done extraordinary work in look-
ing into some of these programs, not
necessarily on the broadband side here,
but certainly on the energy loan side,
where there has been a problem.

Mr. STEARNS. First of all, let me
say to my colleague from New Hamp-
shire that you weren’t here when it was
passed. I am sure glad as heck that
you’re here today to provide this legis-
lation and give respectful oversight to
the taxpayers and help them out with
trying to save money and being ac-
countable. So it is a credit to you and
your initiative to get this bill on the
floor.

I also want to thank the chairman of
the Telecommunications Sub-
committee for his initiative in getting
this on the floor. It’s something that, I
think, we’ve wanted to do for a while;
and between the leadership of Mr. BASS
and the leadership of Mr. WALDEN,
we’ve got this today.

—
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I obviously support this bill, this so-
called stimulus package. We hear this
all the time: We are going to have a
stimulus package. It said to the Na-
tional Telecommunications and Infor-
mation Administration, which is NTIA.
They said, You have the responsibility
for overseeing almost $5 billion of
broadband technology opportunities,
giving out this money. They tasked the
Rural Utilities Service with overseeing
about $2.5 billion of broadband initia-
tive. Altogether, that’s a whole lot of
money, and all the awards were made
by September 30, 2010.

But my colleagues, the nationwide
broadband map was not launched until
February 17, 2011. Think of that. They
gave out all this money, but they
didn’t even have the map in place until
October, November, December, Janu-
ary, almost 5 months later. It seems to
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me they shouldn’t have done anything
until they at least mapped this out so
they knew the proper places to put this
stimulus money.

Many of us in Congress, including the
chairman, warned of the danger of
spending the money before mapping
was done and that allocating funds be-
fore maps of unserved areas were in
place almost guaranteed that the
money wouldn’t be used effectively.
Some cable and phone companies be-
lieve awards had been issued for
projects that substantially duplicate—
duplicate—their existing service areas.
Remember, this is stimulus money.

Any time that much taxpayer money
is given away so quickly and subject to
political pressure, vigilant oversight is
required.

H.R. 1343 clarifies the obligations of
the agencies and Kkeeps Congress in-
formed to ensure taxpayers’ interests
are protected when problem awards are
identified. Otherwise, as was the case,
as the chairman mentioned with
Solyndra, red flags are ignored, cash is
rushed out the door, and Congress is
told all along that everything is fine.

Today’s bill clarifies the responsi-
bility of the NTIA and the RUS going
forward to terminate failed or failing
grants and loans and to return to the
U.S. Treasury any rescinded or relin-
quished funds. That’s good.

This is a responsible and necessary
bill, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I encour-
age my colleagues to vote for H.R. 1343,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to thank my colleague from
Florida who has made some terrific
comments regarding this legislation
about the importance of oversight. I
know my colleague from New Hamp-
shire (Mr. BASS) has been very keenly
involved in the oversight efforts as
well.

Let me just say, as chair of the Com-
munications and Technology Sub-
committee, that we will be doing over-
sight on how this program is working.
We hear some reports that there have
been problems getting access to fiber
because of the earthquake in Japan
that may have slowed build out. We un-
derstand that some of the smaller com-
panies may have run into all kinds of
problems working their way through
rights-of-way issues that have delayed
the build out of getting this broadband
build out into many of our commu-
nities, especially those who don’t have
broadband today.

So I think it’s incumbent upon us,
and I won’t presume to speak for the
minority, but I assume they would
agree as well, we need to keep an eye
on this just to see how is it working
and what impediments are we running
into, and are we going to see this
broadband actually get built out as it
was envisioned. The grants have been
issued. The money is obligated, hasn’t
been spent.
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So it looks to me like we have two
tasks here. One is to make sure we get
what we’re paying for as the American
taxpayer, and the money that isn’t
going to get spent comes back or, if
there’s any kind of fraud developed, all
that money we can recover will come
back and that there is a very surefire
method, without question, that it
comes back to the Treasury; and that,
also, to take a look at what are the im-
pediments to building out. I know we
run into it where I am at, that we do
have problems sometimes getting these
permits, getting through the various
regulations that really impede our op-
portunity.

I would encourage Members on both
sides of the House to approve this legis-
lation, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WAL-
DEN) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1343, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

CEMENT SECTOR REGULATORY
RELIEF ACT OF 2011

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks on the legis-
lation and to insert extraneous mate-
rial on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 419 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2681.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2681) to
provide additional time for the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency to issue achievable stand-
ards for cement manufacturing facili-
ties, and for other purposes, with Mr.
WOMACK in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
WHITFIELD) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. WAXMAN) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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There has been a lot of discussion in
the 1-minutes this morning about the
importance of passing the Obama jobs
bill. I would like to remind everyone
today that the bailouts, the stimulus
packages, all have exceeded $2 trillion
in the spending of taxpayer money.
And despite the expenditure of all of
that money, the unemployment rate in
America is still well over 9 percent,
even though it was suggested that with
the spending of the stimulus money,
unemployment would be brought down
to less than 8 percent.

I would also remind everyone that
within the last 3 days, the Department
of Energy shoved out the door approxi-
mately $5 billion in loan guarantees for
so-called green energy projects with-
out, in my view, the necessary time to
clearly evaluate the loans that were
being made. And we have proof of this
because, in the Solyndra case, the tax-
payers are going to have to expend $538
million because that company went
bankrupt. Now in the Obama jobs bill,
they’re asking for another approxi-
mately $500 billion to be spent to cre-
ate jobs.

Well, the reason that we’re here
today is that if you talk to any
businesspeople today, large or small,
they will tell you that the reason jobs
are not being created in America is be-
cause of uncertainty, the uncertainty
about health care regulations, not
knowing what they’re going to be. Al-
ready, 8,700 pages of new regulations
have been written.

The uncertainty created by the new
financial regulations that increase the
capital requirements for loans to be
made changes the appraisal process.
That has created great uncertainty;
but, most important, the uncertainty
created by this aggressive Environ-
mental Protection Agency. This ad-
ministrator has been the most aggres-
sive in issuing new regulations in the
history of the EPA.

We all are committed to clean air
that allows for healthful living in
America, but we also want to use com-
mon sense, particularly at this time
when our economy is struggling. And
80 when you issue new regulations that
create additional obstacles for job cre-
ation, that is a major problem.

I noticed today, for example, in The

Hill magazine: ‘‘Senate Democrats
Buck Obama on Jobs Plan.”
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So they have the same concerns that
we do.

So, today, we’re bringing to the floor
H.R. 2681, referred to as the Cement
Sector Regulatory Relief Act, which
basically says to EPA about their re-
cently issued cement regulatory items,
we want you to go back and revisit this
bill because evidence shows that 20,000
jobs are at jeopardy and 18 percent of
cement plants in America may very
well be closed because of this regula-
tion. So we’re simply asking EPA in
this legislation to go back, revisit this
rule, issue a final rule within 15
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months after the passage of this legis-
lation and give the affected industry up
to b years to comply with the new reg-
ulations. Because in doing so, we’re
going to reduce the loss of jobs, which
is critical at this time of our Nation’s
history.

Now, I would also like to say that
this legislation introduced by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. SULLIVAN)
has bipartisan support. If you look at
the sponsors and cosponsors, you will
see a lot of Democratic cosponsors of
his legislation. I would also say to you
that there are over 29 national associa-
tions and construction groups that sup-
port this legislation led by the Amer-
ican Road & Transportation Builders
Association; the Associated General
Contractors of America; the Inter-
national Brotherhood of Boilermakers,
Iron Shipbuilders, Blacksmiths, Forg-
ers and Helpers; the International As-
sociation of Bridge, Structural, Orna-
mental and Reinforcing Iron Workers;
the United Brotherhood of Carpenters
and Joiners of America; Laborers’
International Union of North America;
and the International Union of Oper-
ating Engineers. So you have busi-
nesses and labor unions all supporting
this commonsense legislation simply
directing EPA to do a more careful
analysis before they fully implement
this hard-hitting regulation that would
close 18 percent of the cement plants in
America.

We believe that this can be done and
still clearly protect the health of the
American people as well as the clean
air that we now have in this great
country.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want
to at this point yield 5 minutes to the
very distinguished ranking member of
the Subcommittee on Energy, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH).

Mr. RUSH. I thank the ranking mem-
ber of the full committee, and I com-
mend him on his outstanding work not
only on this particular matter but in
most of the issues that come before
this Congress as it relates to not only
the purpose of us but the prosperity of
the American people.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong,
strong opposition to this bill, H.R. 2681.
I call it the Dirty Cement Pollution
Bill. Let’s be perfectly clear, Mr.
Chairman. This bill, this measure is
not about jobs. For the chairman of the
subcommittee, and my friend, just to
try to persuade Members of this body
that this is about jobs, I think that it’s
the worst kind of politics. Jobs now is
the useful canard, but this is not about
jobs. This is about an industry that is
singular in its being eliminated or
being not under the auspices of the
Clean Air Act, and about an industry
that is unique because it doesn’t have
to adhere to any of the provisions of
the Clean Air Act. And it’s about time
that this industry be included with
other industries in this Nation to come
under the auspices, the jurisdiction,
and the standards of the Clean Air Act.
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Cement kilns emit nearly 8 tons of
mercury each year, making them the
Nation’s second-largest mercury emit-
ting source. Before the EPA issued its
2010 air toxics rule, these emissions re-
mained essentially unrestrained due to
the lack of controls for cement kilns
regulating the release of mercury into
the atmosphere.

H.R. 2681 would roll back existing
Clean Air Act standards by revoking
three Clean Air Act rules, including
the only national limits on emissions
of air toxics, such as mercury, from ce-
ment kilns. This Dirty Cement Pollu-
tion Bill will also require EPA to pro-
pose and finalize weaker replacement
rules that will allow for more pollution
than the law currently permits.

This bill is intended to significantly
change how EPA sets the standards
when issuing the alternative rules.
H.R. 2681 would indefinitely delay the
reductions of air toxics and other haz-
ardous pollutants by prohibiting EPA
from finalizing replacement rules prior
to March 2013 if this bill were to be en-
acted at the end of this year.

Also, this bill does not include any
statutory deadline for when polluters
must reduce emissions, leaving the
process ambiguous and open-ended. At
the very least, this Dirty Cement Pol-
lution Bill would postpone emission re-
ductions from cement kilns until at
least 2018—a 4'%2-year delay. In fact, the
health safeguards from these standards
are long, long, long, long overdue. EPA
just finalized standards for cement
plants in September of last year, mak-
ing them 13 years overdue under the
Clean Air Act amendments of 1990—13
years overdue already. They are over-
due 13 years.

The science tells us that these dirty
air toxics can cause a variety of serious
health effects, including cancer and
respiratory neurological impairments,
as well as reproductive problems.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield the gentleman
1 additional minute.

Mr. RUSH. In particular, mercury ex-
posure can cause great harm to preg-
nant women, unborn babies, and young
children by damaging their developing
nervous systems, which affects chil-
dren’s ability to learn and to think.

Additionally, mercury emissions can
also damage the environment by pol-
luting our Nation’s lakes and streams
and the seafood which we eat. In fact,
EPA estimates that H.R. 2681 will
allow for thousands of additional pre-
mature deaths and premature heart at-
tacks, as well as tens of thousands of
additional asthma attacks that could
have been avoided.

Mr. Chairman, the public health ben-
efits from the reduction of air toxics
emissions from cement kilns have al-
ready been delayed long enough. Now is
the time. The radical Republican ma-
jority cannot keep making excuses and
exceptions for the largest industrial
emitters of mercury in the U.S., ce-
ment plants and industrial boilers,
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while over 100 other industries have al-
ready controlled their air toxic pollu-
tion.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I know that we’re
going to be hearing a lot about mer-
cury today. I would like to point out
that it’s been indicated that 98 percent
of the mercury present in America
today, air, land, and so forth, comes
from natural causes and from sources
outside of the United States. And the
EPA, in its analysis of the cement reg-
ulation that they just issued, did not
assign any dollar value that would
come from the reduction of mercury
emissions.
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So I think that this is a red herring
that our friends are bringing up on the
other side.

At this point in time, I yield 4 min-
utes to the gentleman from Oklahoma
(Mr. SULLIVAN), the author of this leg-
islation.

Mr. SULLIVAN. As we go around our
districts, as I go around my district in
Oklahoma, many people come up to me
and say, JOHN, what are you politicians
in Washington going to do to help this
economy? What are you going to do to
create jobs here in America? Well, you
know, we politicians don’t create jobs,
but what we do do is we get in the way.
And one of the things we can do to
keep jobs in place and even foster new
jobs is getting the heck out of the way
with these burdensome over-regula-
tions that are out there.

The EPA has gone rogue, wanting to
shut down 20 percent of our cement
plants. And President Obama, when he
came to the joint session here recently,
said he wanted to build roads and
bridges and infrastructure. Well, I
guess he wants to do that with im-
ported Chinese cement, not American-
made cement.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
2681, the Cement Sector Regulatory Re-
lief Act of 2011. As House Republicans
move forward with a bold agenda to
grow our economy and put Americans
back to work, one area that must be
addressed is the issue of over-regula-
tion by the Federal Government.

With our economy suffering, and
given that 14 million Americans are
out of work, Congress must implement
Federal policies that grow jobs, in-
crease domestic manufacturing, and re-
store the global economic competitive-
ness of the United States.

Businesses make decisions on where
to invest based upon a number of fac-
tors, but regulatory certainty ranks
among the top factors, which is why
H.R. 2681, the Cement Sector Regu-
latory Relief Act of 2011, is so impor-
tant.

I introduced this bipartisan legisla-
tion with my good friend and colleague
from Arkansas, MIKE ROSS, to protect
American jobs, jobs that we are in dan-
ger of losing due to the Obama admin-
istration’s radical environmental regu-
latory agenda.
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The purpose of this legislation is to
provide EPA additional time to repro-
pose and finalize its rules setting Max-
imum Achievable Control Technology
and other standards for cement manu-
facturing plants so that the rules are
both achievable and protect American
jobs.

Specifically, the EPA would be re-
quired to repropose the Cement MACT
rules 15 months after enactment of this
legislation. The bill will also extend
the dates for compliance with the rules
from 3 to 5 years to give our domestic
cement manufacturing industry the
time to comply with its rules.

If EPA’s Cement MACT rule is not
revised, thousands of jobs will be lost
due to cement plant closures and high
construction costs. This rule alone
threatens to shut down up to 20 percent
of the Nation’s cement manufacturing
plants in the next 2 years, sending
thousands of jobs permanently over-
seas and driving up cement and con-
struction costs across the country.

Additionally, the Portland Cement
Association estimates it will cost $3.4
billion—half of the industry’s annual
revenues—to comply with the EPA’s
Cement MACT rule. Does that make
any sense?

The EPA’s Cement rule also greatly
impacts our Nation’s construction in-
dustry, where unemployment rates
have hovered between 16 and 20 percent
nationally. Without my legislation,
construction job losses would be fur-
ther exacerbated with reduced supplies
of cement being produced in the United
States.

The simple fact is cement is the
backbone for the construction of our
Nation’s buildings, roads, bridges, and
crucial water and wastewater treat-
ment infrastructure. Without further
investment in cement capacity expan-
sion, the United States will become in-
creasingly dependent on foreign im-
ports.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I

yield the gentleman 1 additional
minute.
Mr. SULLIVAN. Additionally, lost

supplies of cement resulting from clo-
sure of cement plants would also drive
up the cost of infrastructure projects
and potentially limit the number of
projects that may be undertaken.

Now, some of the opponents of this
commonsense, bipartisan legislation,
including President Obama, say this
legislation weakens the Clean Air Act.
Nothing could be further from the
truth. H.R. 2681 does not change or
modify any existing public health pro-
tections. It simply directs the EPA to
establish regulations achievable in
practice by real-world cement plants.
At a time of great economic uncer-
tainty, this is something worth doing
for the health of our economy.

I do not know if the President is
watching, but right now jobs are not
being created and our economy is not
growing. The cement sector is strug-
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gling in the current economic climate
and in the face of foreign competition
from abroad.

President Obama likes to talk about
the need to invest in our Nation’s in-
frastructure, and this legislation will
remove one of the several barriers to
growth in the construction and manu-
facturing industries. I am amazed he is
opposed to this bipartisan measure,
and I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to put this bill in the perspec-
tive of what the House has been doing
on the environment. The House has
voted 136 times this Congress to block
action to address climate change, to
halt efforts to reduce air and water pol-
lution, to undermine protections for
public lands in coastal areas, and to
weaken the protections of the environ-
ment in other ways as well. This is the
most anti-environment Congress in his-
tory.

Last month, the House passed radical
legislation to turn back 40 years of
progress towards clean air. That bill
will nullify pollution control require-
ments on power plants—the largest
source of toxic mercury pollution in
the country—and weaken our national
clean air goals by basing them on cor-
porate profits, not on public health.

Today, the House continues its fron-
tal assault on public health and the en-
vironment. The bills we will consider
this week are the next phase of the Re-
publican concerted attack on our envi-
ronment. The bills would gut the Clean
Air Act provisions that protect Amer-
ican families from toxic air pollutants.
If these bills are enacted, there will be
more cases of cancer, birth defects, and
brain damage. The ability of our chil-
dren to think and learn will be im-
paired because of their exposure to
mercury and other dangerous air pol-
lutants.

In 1990, the Congress, on a bipartisan
basis, voted to protect the public from
these toxic pollutants. The law di-
rected EPA to set standards requiring
the use of a Maximum Achievable Con-
trol Technology to control emissions of
mercury, arsenic, dioxin, PCBs, and
other toxic emissions. This approach
has worked well. Industrial emissions
of carcinogens and other highly toxic
chemicals have been reduced by 1.7
million tons each year.

EPA has reduced pollution from doz-
ens of industrial sectors. More than 100
categories of sources have been re-
quired to cut their pollution, and this
has delivered major public health bene-
fits to this Nation. But a large source
of categories still have not been re-
quired to control toxic air pollution
due to delays and litigation.

The bill we consider today would nul-
lify and indefinitely delay EPA’s ef-
forts to reduce toxic emissions from ce-
ment plants. Now, the chairman of the
subcommittee said this is a common-
sense bill. It’s only for a short delay.
He said that cement plants would have

H6575

up to 5 years to comply with pollution
control requirements. And you might
think, well, a little bit more time is
not going to do that much harm. But
that is not a correct statement of what
this bill would do.

The bill says that EPA cannot re-
quire any pollution reduction from any
cement plant for at least 5 years. So
it’s b years before they can do anything
at EPA. And then there’s no deadline
thereafter where the facilities ever
have to comply. That, to me, is not a
simple, commonsense approach to a
very dangerous pollution.

Later this week, we are going to have
consideration of a bill to indefinitely
delay pollution controls on industrial
boilers and waste incinerators. Both of
these bills would rewrite the standard
provisions of the Clean Air Act to
weaken the levels of protection and set
up new hurdles for EPA rules. We're
told that we need to pass these bills be-
cause the threat of EPA regulation is
dragging down our economy. The re-
ality is that requiring installation of
pollution controls will create jobs.
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We’re going to need more factory
workers. We’re going to need to build
the pollution controls. We’re going to
need construction workers to install
them on-site, cement plant employees
to operate them. We hear this all the
time, these statements that pollution
controls will cost us jobs.

But these arguments have been thor-
oughly debunked by independent ex-
perts. For instance, the Congressional
Research Service examined one and
concluded ‘‘little credence can be
placed in these estimate of job losses.”
The State and local air pollution agen-
cies concluded that one study’s as-
sumptions are grossly in error. It’s my
hope that this body will not be so eas-
ily misled.

It was lack of regulation at Wall
Street—on the banks and the brokers
and the other people who spent their
time figuring out very crafty invest-
ments for which nothing backed them
up—that caused this recession, not be-
cause we had environmental regula-
tions that protect children from toxic
mercury emissions.

I oppose these bills on substance, and
I also have concerns about the process.
But let me go into concern about the
process.

We were told this is a small issue. It
depends on how you look at it. These
bills are bad enough to oppose simply
on the basis of what they would do. But
it shows how the Republican majority
in this House wants to adopt rules and
regulations on themselves but then not
abide by them. The House didn’t
change the rules, but the majority
leader said we have a protocol that,
whenever we have a discretionary
CutGo rule in the legislative protocols
for the 112th Congress, we must have
funding authorized to make up for the
extra requirement that’s going to be
required of any government agencies.
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And this requires a specific amount to
be offset by a reduction in an existing
authorization. The majority leader an-
nounced that compliance with these
protocols would be necessary before
legislation could be scheduled for floor
consideration.

We had a similar situation where
Chairman UPTON said that our com-
mittee would follow this discretionary
CutGo rule. He sent me a letter, which
I'll make part of the record, in June to
clarify this discretionary CutGo policy
will apply to pending bills before our
committee. “If CBO determines,” he
said, ‘‘that any of these bills will have
a significant impact on the Federal
budget, we’ll offset the newly author-
ized spending with reductions else-
where.”’

Well, CBO has determined that both
of these bills that are on the floor this
week will, in fact, authorize new dis-
cretionary spending. I read one of the
quotes from a Republican staff person.
We don’t need to worry about it be-
cause it doesn’t really authorize new
spending.

CBO says it does. They determine
these bills will have a significant im-
pact on the Federal budget because of
the bill’s requirement the EPA spend
resources on proposing and finalizing
new regulations. They said it’s only
going to cost $2 million over a 5-year
period. That’s not a lot of money, but
it is money, and that’s why the Repub-
licans had this protocol. They said we
didn’t want any money being spent
without it being offset.

Now, this is not a rule. We don’t have
to waive this rule. But what we have is
not a waiver of this rule. We have the
Republicans ignoring their own pro-
tocol and their own policies.

The American people need to focus
on the radical agenda of the Repub-
licans that are controlling this House
of Representatives. I don’t think when
the Republicans were voted into office
the American people voted for poi-
soning more children with mercury and
letting more of our seniors die pre-
maturely because of uncontrolled pol-
lution.

I oppose this bill, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I might say to the
distinguished ranking member that we
do not authorize any additional fund-
ing in this bill and that EPA does have
a $2 billion budget that allows them to
deal with regulatory issues.

I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BARTON), the chairman
emeritus of the Energy and Commerce
Committee.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I thank the
distinguished subcommittee chairman.

I listened with interest to Mr. WAX-
MAN’s remarks. Sometimes, when
there’s not a lot you can say sub-
stantively against an issue, you just
put a lot of stuff out there and hope
something sticks; and I would have to
characterize most of his remarks as
hoping that some of what he said
sticks.
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The bill that he just spoke against is
only 8 pages long. It’s just 8 pages. And
here’s the gist of the bill. It asks the
EPA, or directs the EPA, to go back
and spend 12 to 15 months to take a
look at the rule that it was about to
propose, in other words, to go back and
reanalyze it. I don’t think that’s gut-
ting the Clean Air Act.

Then it extends the compliance dead-
line for an additional 3 to 5 years. Now,
that’s substantive. That could result in
some additional time, which I think is
a good thing. But that, in and of itself,
shouldn’t be a showstopper.

And then it asks that the EPA, when
they adopt these new rules, to make
sure that it’s still allowable for cement
manufacturing to use alternative fuels.
Well, last time I looked, the Demo-
cratic Party was big on alternative
fuels and supporting loan guarantees to
develop those fuels, so that shouldn’t
be a showstopper.

Then, finally, it says, whatever rule
that you eventually adopt, you have to
be able to implement it in the real
world. Now, that is an amazing thing,
that we want a regulation to be pro-
mulgated that you can actually
achieve with real-world technology. In
Texas, that’s called common sense. I'm
not sure what it’s called up here.

That’s the bill. That’s the bill. It’s an
8-page bill.

Now, Mr. WAXMAN also said that
we’ve had 100 votes trying to do ter-
rible things to the environment in this
Congress. We’ve not had one vote, la-
dies and gentlemen, that changed an
existing statute that’s already in place,
an existing standard. All these votes
that my good friend from California
talks about are a time-out and saying,
wait a minute, before we make them
even tighter, let’s make sure they
make sense.

We’ve got an economy that’s reeling.
We’ve got unemployment at 10 percent.
The compliance cost of this plethora of
EPA regulations is in the billions of
dollars annually. Billions. Billions.
This particular Cement MACT rule, if
implemented, would shutter some-
where between 15 to 20 percent of ce-
ment production in the United States.
That’s not trivial, folks. That’s real.

So what those of us that support the
bill are saying is: Let’s take a second
look at it. Let’s make sure that the
rules have time to be implemented.
Let’s let alternative fuels be used, and
let’s let whatever regulation is ulti-
mately implemented actually be
achievable in the real world.

I think that’s worthy of support, and
I would ask my friends on both sides of
the aisle to support this when it comes
up for a vote, I would assume sometime
tomorrow probably. We’ve got 20-some-
thing amendments, so we’re going to be
here debating it.

But this is a good piece of legislation.
It’s common sense. It would help our
economy, and we would still get addi-
tional regulation that makes sense for
cement Kilns.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have
in front of me the bill, and it says,
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whatever regulations the EPA is pro-
posing—and it’s taken them a decade
to finally come up with these regula-
tions—it’ll be null and void. It will
have no force of action. It will be treat-
ed as though such rule had never taken
effect. And then it’s going to be re-
placed.

Now, how is it going to be replaced?
Well, it says we’re not going to let
them replace this rule for 5 years. Well,
during this period of time, people are
still being exposed to these toxic pol-
lutants. So it says, not earlier—they’ll
establish compliance and they’ll estab-
lish new regulations, but nobody has to
do anything for 5 years.

But then it doesn’t say at any time
about when you have to actually come
into compliance, which, of course, in
existing law is set in place. That’s re-
pealed.

And then it goes on to say they’re
going to have to meet a different
standard. The standard that’s in the
law is going to be replaced by some
other standard that basically waters it
all down.
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The standard in the law, by the way,
is the maximum achievable control
technology. That means technology
that already achieves reductions. But
that will be wiped out. They’ll have a
new standard. It can’t be pursuant to
the regulation; the regulation can’t
come out for 5 years; we don’t know
when it would ever be complied with;
and it would be based on a different
standard.

That is not simple. That is in effect
saying nothing is going to be done. We
repeal what is being set in law, and
then we are going to insist that noth-
ing be done. That to me is an absurd-
ity, and it’s harmful to the public
that’s going to be exposed to these
harmful chemicals.

I would at this time yield 5 minutes
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
MORAN), who is the lead appropriator
on our side of the aisle when it comes
to these kinds of issues.

Mr. MORAN. I thank the distin-
guished ranking member, particularly
for his leadership in protecting the
public’s health.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this bill. If this bill is enacted,
an intolerable number of American ba-
bies will be born with birth defects
that could have been avoided. The ma-
jority sets out a false choice: roll back
clean air protections or lose jobs. The
real choice is a moral one, but the eco-
nomic case for defeating this bill is
also compellingly clear.

EPA cement kiln rules are designed
to reduce harmful pollutants from ce-
ment production, including metals like
mercury, hydrocarbons, particulate
matter, acid gases, sulfur dioxide, and
nitrogen oxides. EPA’s standards are
both achievable and defensible. They
will yield far more economic benefits
than costs, preserving jobs and Ameri-
cans’ health.
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The most harmful of these cement
kiln pollutants is mercury. Congress
required EPA to regulate mercury
emissions in the 1990 Clean Air Act
amendments and to identify the largest
sources of mercury reductions. EPA
has done what we required. These regu-
lations are necessary because cement
kilns are the second-largest source of
mercury emissions in the TUnited
States. Some cement kilns emit more
mercury than some coal-fired power
plants. One hundred fifty cement kilns
operating in the United States emit as
much as 27,500 pounds per year, double
EPA’s estimates from 6 years ago. In
Oregon, New York, and California, the
largest single mercury pollution source
is a cement kiln.

Please focus on this: Mercury is so
toxic that just one-seventieth of a tea-
spoon of mercury, or .0024 ounces, can
contaminate a 20-acre lake and render
the fish in that lake poisonous to eat.
Mercury exposure causes a number of
health problems, including heart dis-

ease, reduced fertility, genetic
mutations, immune system suppres-
sion, premature death, and major

losses in children’s mental capacity.

Elemental mercury from Kkilns goes
up into the air. The rain washes it into
our rivers and streams. Then the bac-
teria in the water converts it into
methyl mercury, which is lethally poi-
sonous, because methyl mercury is al-
most completely absorbed into the
blood and distributed to all our tissues,
including the brain. It passes readily
through the placenta in a mother’s
womb and into the fetus and into the
fetal brain. Mercury then continues to
impact the brains of those children as
they grow and age. We know this now,
which was not as clear as it is now,
back in 1990. So if we know mercury
does this to our children and that these
regs can prevent those children from
such irreparable harm, don’t we have a
concomitant moral responsibility to
protect our children from such intel-
lectual deprivation and suffering for
the duration of their lives?

Let me say it again. It is well-docu-
mented that exposure even to low lev-
els of mercury does reduce a child’s 1IQ.
This IQ reduction has real impacts on
those children, their families, and ulti-
mately the U.S. economy. If the major-
ity won’t listen to health-based argu-
ments, perhaps they will listen to the
economics of this issue.

Mercury exposure during pregnancy
and childhood has direct and indirect
effects on that child’s future earning
potential. Mercury-exposed children
have harder times getting and keeping
jobs later in life, and their performance
when they get those jobs is worse. The
cost to society of this IQ reduction is
enormous, but it’s not incalculable.
Independent scientific studies estimate
that the cost is as high as $22,300 per IQ
point per child, which cumulatively
amounts to $8.7 billion in lost potential
per year, based on CDC studies of half
a million children who have blood cord
mercury levels higher than 5.8
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micrograms per liter, the level that ad-
versely affects their 1Q.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield the gentleman
an additional minute.

Mr. MORAN. I thank the gentleman.

We know this $8.7 billion can now be
quantified.

There are so many other things that
mercury does, I won’t go into them.
But this cement kiln rule also applies
to other harmful pollutants.

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that the
majority constantly urges us to bal-
ance the costs and benefits of environ-
mental regulation, but when the bene-
fits of regulating hazardous pollution
substantially outweigh the costs, as
they do with mercury, all of a sudden
that doesn’t become an issue for the
debate. It ought to be an issue for the
debate, because it’s about the future
health of our children.

If we don’t defeat this bill, if it were
to be enacted, children will suffer and
our economy will become weaker. The
fact is that we have both a moral and
an economic responsibility to defeat
this bill, and thus I urge its defeat.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do we have remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kentucky has 15 minutes remaining.
The gentleman from California has 7%
minutes remaining.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

I now yield 4 minutes to the chair-
man of the Telecom Subcommittee of
Energy and Commerce, the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN).

Mr. WALDEN. Thank you very much,
Mr. Chairman.

I just want to touch on a couple of
things. First of all, you can tell we’re
into October and Halloween is coming
because all the scare tactics are out
and on display.

We heard several things from the last
speaker, and since I'm from the State
of Oregon, I want to point out, he men-
tioned that the biggest polluter of mer-
cury in Oregon is the cement kiln. Why
is that? Because we only have one coal
plant and it’s being closed. So that’s it.

The cement factory in Durkee, Or-
egon, which is in my district, a county
of 16,000, 3 years ahead of any of these
rules invested $20 million in the latest,
most advanced technology to remove
their pollutants, reduce their emis-
sions, $20 million, they reduced their
emissions by 90 percent, and what this
rule would do, the MACT rule under
consideration here that we’re trying to
delay and bring common sense to, it
would put them out of business, be-
cause they’re already using the max-
imum achievable control technology
that is available in the world. They’ve
reduced their emissions by over 90 per-
cent on a consistent basis. There isn’t
technology available to go further, be-
cause the limestone found behind this
plant that’s been in operation for, I
don’t know, 30 or 40 years, happens to
have a little higher level of mercury.
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The Clean Air Act would allow the
EPA to create a subcategory. They
chose not to. The Clean Air Act says
you can’t force a company to do more
substitution, and yet that’s what would
have to occur here—except there’s no
limestone anywhere nearby.

According to the EPA’s own ‘‘Road-
map for Mercury’’ study in 2006, 83 per-
cent of the mercury deposited in the
U.S. originates from international
sources. This is the State of Oregon.
Guess what’s out here somewhere: It
would be China. We get it in from the
atmosphere. So what we’re doing here
is trading our jobs to China, buying our
cement there, they don’t have these
rules, we get their pollution, we lose,
and you put a plant out of business.
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You want to talk about jobs? There
are 109 individuals who work at the Ash
Grove Cement Company in Durkee, Or-
egon. The Teamsters wrote to me back
in March, imploring me to do every-
thing I could to ensure these jobs:

‘“As you are aware, this cement plant
is important to the community in
Durkee, and also, their product is vital
to rebuilding and building our infra-
structure. Economic stability and jobs
should be the number one priority for
all of us,” Lynn Lehrbach, Representa-
tive, Joint Council of Teamsters No. 37.

The entire Oregon delegation re-
cently signed a letter to the EPA, ad-
vocating Ash Grove for their Clean Air
Excellence Award. In that letter, it
reads:

““Ash Grove’s commitment to
proactively reduce mercury emissions
at its Durkee, Oregon, plant 3 years
ahead of the new EPA rules taking ef-
fect is commendable. This type of ac-
tion by Ash Grove’s and their ultimate
success in making meaningful reduc-
tions is a model that others should
emulate.”’

Yet if these rules were to go into ef-
fect, they can’t meet the new rules be-
cause the new rules would make them
reduce their emissions by 98.4 percent.
Now, this is the biggest employer in
Baker County with direct and indirect
jobs of some 654 in the area. They have
been a good corporate citizen. They
care about the people of Baker County
and the surrounding areas. They are
working day and night to reduce their
emissions, and it’s simply not achiev-
able. Baker already has 10.7 percent un-
employment. You take this away, and
think what that unemployment rate
will be. They have reduced their emis-
sions. The emissions we’re getting—83
percent according to the EPA—are al-
ready coming in from elsewhere, depos-
ited in the United States from inter-
national sources, both natural and re-
mitted.

Look, we’re just trying to find some
balance here. We’re saying the Clean
Air Act set the maximum achievable
control technology, but that can’t be
met here. It doesn’t work. They’re al-
ready using the activated carbon injec-
tion filtering system. They’ve already
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spent $20 million to achieve their goals.
We’re just saying we care about the
jobs, too. We care about the air, and we
care about the jobs.

So when Assistant Administrator
Gina McCarthy testified before our
committee, I asked her, I'm concerned
about these health problems. Would
you provide for me the effects in Baker
County in Oregon that you've dem-
onstrated to come up with these data
points.

Twenty-seven days later,
have no response.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill, to save the jobs and to bring re-
sponsible management to air control
and quality improvement.

JOINT COUNCIL OF

TEAMSTERS No. 37,
Portland, Oregon, March 31, 2011.
Hon. GREG WALDEN,
U.S. Representative, Oregon District 2, Rayburn
House Office Building, Washington, DC.

Hon. GREG WALDEN,
U.S. Representative, Oregon District 2,
Medford, OR.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE WALDEN: The cur-
rent economic conditions are affecting most
of our Teamster Industries. One in particular
is our Durkee Cement Plant in your district.

The EPA/Oregon DEQ is attempting to
shut the Durkee Cement Plant down for not
meeting emission standards. The Durkee
Plant spent $20 million to retrofit their plant
to meet the EPA’s requirement. They came
close, but no horseshoe.

As you are aware, this cement plant is im-
portant to the community in Durkee, and
also, their product is vital to rebuilding and
building our infrastructure. Economic sta-
bility and jobs should be the No. 1 priority
for all of us.

We are asking for your help to keep the
Durkee Cement Plant in operation. Thank
you for your attention to this most impor-
tant issue.

If you have questions, please do not hesi-
tate to call.

Sincerely,

we still

LYNN R. LEHRBACH,
Representative.
CONGRESS OF THE
UNITED STATES,
September 27, 2011.
Re Clean Air Excellence Awards—Ash Grove
Cement Company, Durkee, OR

Attn: PAT CHILDERS,
U.S. EPA, Office of Air and Radiation, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHILDERS: Please accept our en-
dorsement of Ash Grove Cement Company’s
application for consideration of the 12th an-
nual EPA Clean Air Excellence Awards in
the categories of Clean Air Technology and
the Gregg Cooke Visionary Award. Ash
Grove commitment to proactively reduce
mercury emissions at its Durkee, Oregon,
plant three, years ahead of the new EPA
rules taking effect is commendable. This
type of action by Ash Grove and their ulti-
mate success in making meaningful reduc-
tions is a model that others should emulate.

In 2008, after several years of involvement
from citizens, scientists and leaders from the
local community and from around Oregon,
Ash Grove signed an agreement with the Or-
egon Department of Environmental Quality
to voluntarily reduce mercury emissions at
the Durkee plant. This led to the develop-
ment and implementation of a first-of-its-
kind Enhanced Activated Carbon Injection
system, based on the best available science
and peer-reviewed technology in the world.
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Ash Grove invested more than $20 million in
this project with the goal of reducing mer-
cury emissions by at least 75 percent. In ac-
tuality, the mercury control efficiency has
been in excess of 95 percent.

Located in rural eastern Oregon, Ash
Grove’s Durkee plant is the last remaining
manufacturing business in Baker County.
Unfortunately, the region’s limestone con-
tains naturally high concentrations of mer-
cury due to the region’s volcanic geologic
history. Ash Grove’s willingness to step up
and address mercury emissions at its plant is
vital to the social, economic and environ-
mental welfare of our constituents.

We admire Ash Grove for proactively tak-
ing on this important environmental chal-
lenge. The results of their efforts will have a
lasting benefit for Oregonians and the U.S.
for generations to come and they are deserv-
ing of recognition for this contribution.

Respectfully yours,
JEFFREY A. MERKLEY,
U.S. Congress.
RON WYDEN,
U.S. Congress.
GREG WALDEN,
U.S. Congress.
KURT SCHRADER,
U.S. Congress.
EARL BLUMENAUER,
U.S. Congress.
PETER DEFAZIO,
U.S. Congress.

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield myself 2 min-
utes.

I want to acknowledge that the gen-
tleman from Oregon is pointing out a
real problem for his district, but it is a
unique problem in his district because
the limestone that’s used in the kiln
has a high content of mercury. I under-
stand that EPA is trying to work
through that issue, but I do want to
point out to my colleagues that this
example should not serve as the basis
for this bill that’s before us.

We’ve heard over and over again from
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle that 99 percent of the mercury in
America comes from nature, from out-
side other countries that the trade
winds bring here to our land. Chairman
BARTON even said most mercury that’s
emitted is emitted by natural causes.
In 2000, EPA estimated that roughly 60
percent—not 99 percent as Mr. WHIT-
FIELD pointed out—of the total mer-
cury deposited in the United States
comes from anthropogenic air emission
sources within the United States, such
as from power plants, incinerators,
boilers, cement kilns, and others, and
that the remaining 40 percent comes
from the combination of sources of nat-
ural emissions and remission into the
United States from the wind.

It hasn’t changed much since the
year 2000. An example is one study by
the University of Michigan, which
found that the majority of mercury de-
posited at a monitoring site in eastern
Ohio came from local and regional
sources. EPA estimated that 80 percent
of the mercury deposited in Pines
Lake, New Jersey, comes from man-
made U.S. sources. There was a bit of
peer-reviewed scientific study that
found two-thirds to three-quarters of
the annual global mercury emissions
are caused by human activity. So let us
not minimize the problem where those
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who are living near these facilities are
experiencing a great deal of harm.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Texas, a member
of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, Mr. OLSON.

Mr. OLSON. I thank the chairman of
the subcommittee for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, today, the House
takes another step to ensure a stable
regulatory environment for the cement
industry. In a rush to regulate, the
EPA issued economically damaging
rules that jeopardize 4,000 American
jobs in the cement industry. The ce-
ment industry has stated that it can-
not comply with these rules even with
the best current technology.

CEMEX is a cement company with
operations based in Houston, Texas.
They’ve asked Washington for help in
negotiating with EPA on these
unachievable rules. CEMEX is just one
company of many that Congress has re-
peatedly heard from that may be forced
to move operations overseas where reg-
ulations are more reasonable.

EPA’s failure to strike the proper
regulatory balance puts U.S. jobs in
jeopardy and hurts our global competi-
tiveness. The bill before the House
today simply gives EPA the needed
time to ensure the rules are reasonable
and attainable in the real world.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote for H.R. 2681, the Cement Sec-
tor Regulatory Relief Act, so we can
stop exporting American jobs.

Mr. WAXMAN. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield 1%2 minutes
to the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
HARPER).

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of H.R. 2681, the Ce-
ment Sector Regulatory Relief Act of
2011.

H.R. 2681 is on the House floor today
as part of the Republican regulatory
relief agenda to reduce job-killing gov-
ernment regulation on businesses. This
bipartisan bill would provide a much
needed legislative stay for the EPA to
redraft new cement requirements that
would affect approximately 100 cement
plants and thousands of jobs.

This type of government regulation
hinders job creation and forces Amer-
ican jobs overseas. The American pub-
lic is growing increasingly concerned
about government regulation coming
out of the Environmental Protection
Agency. A recent survey found that 74
percent of American voters throughout
the country believe that businesses and
consumers are overregulated. This
overregulation has a chilling effect on
job creation.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
2681 in an effort to rein in the EPA and
government regulation.

Mr. WAXMAN. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
BACHUS).

Mr. BACHUS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.
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I think we can all agree on some
things. I think Mr. WAXMAN would
agree and Mr. MORAN, number one,
that we want to preserve American
jobs if we can; but I think, number two,
we don’t want to compromise our
health standards. There has been a lot
of talk today about we have to either
do one or the other, but I think we can
do both.

Now, if you’ll look at the EU, which
passed what they call the ‘‘gold stand-
ard’’ on emissions from cement plants,
they determined that mercury they
could bring down to .05. What has the
EPA said? They’ve said they want to
bring it down to .01. That’s five times
more restrictive than in Europe. .5,
which is the European standard, is
about four times more strict than in
Mexico. I think we all agree that even
the EPA said we’d close 20 percent of
our factories, but we would get that ce-
ment, according to the Congressional
Budget Office, from Mexico, which is
polluting our air and does not have
nearly the standards we have.

So if mercury is a problem, why
would we shift production to some-
thing that is four times more dan-
gerous than even that of the European
Union? On the other hand, as to the
European Union, which is the strictest
on environmental standards in the
world now, why are their standards so
bad? They don’t go below this.

One reason with mercury is it is nat-
urally occurring. There’s a debate
whether it’s 60 or 40, but let me say
this: At .01, it’s actually more severe
than what is naturally occurring in
some of the supply.
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Yes, I have a vested interest. The sec-
ond largest employer in my second big-
gest county is a cement plant. The
largest employer in one of my cities of
20,000 people is a cement plant.

Those jobs won’t exist. They’re will-
ing to spend $350,000; but in an industry
that only had $2 billion worth of rev-
enue, there is no way they can spend
$10 billion.

Let’s restore a little sanity, and we
can do that. Common sense dictates
that we can have jobs, and we can have
safety, and we can do that not by these
onerous standards on hydrochloric acid
and other things.

U.S. VS. EUROPEAN EMISSION STANDARDS

U.S. standards
(EPA final
rule)

European

Parameter (mg/Nm? at 10% 0.) standards

Mercury 0.01 0.05
Hydrochloric Acid 3.83 10
Particulate Matter 1.72 20

Prepared by the Office of Congressman Spencer Bachus.

Mr. WAXMAN. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ALTMIRE).

Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank the chair-
man.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Cement Sector Regulatory Relief Act.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The cement industry is in its weakest
economic condition since the 1930s. Do-
mestic demand for cement has dropped
by more than 35 percent in the last 4
years, killing more than 4,000 manufac-
turing jobs.

In March of last year, 136 cement
workers were laid off at the Wampum
cement plant in my district. It was the
oldest continuously operating Portland
cement manufacturing site in the
United States, but now cement produc-
tion at Wampum has ceased and only 15
jobs remain.

Despite this bleak scenario, the EPA
issued its regulation which has a $3.4
billion price tag and standards that no
cement plant in the United States can
achieve while demand languishes. The
economy will have to improve for these
jobs to return to Wampum; but when
the EPA issues unfair, unachievable
regulations, it sets these manufactur-
ers back even further.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. WAXMAN. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, how
much time remains on each side?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kentucky has 6% minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from California has
4% minutes remaining.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
DENT).

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate this opportunity to speak on this
bill.

First, I am the co-chair of the Ce-
ment Caucus, along with Congressman
MIKE ROsSs of Arkansas.

My district is the largest cement pro-
ducing district in America. I have a
town in my district called Cementon. I
have a high school team called the
Konkrete Kids. This is what we do in
my district in large part.

I have five cement plants, Lafarge,
Buzzi, Keystone, Essroc, Heidleberg-
Hanson, Lehigh Portland cements. I
have a company that manufactures and
constructs cement plants, FLSmidth-
Fuller. This is a big business where 1
live. It’s an important business, the
basic industry and the manufacturing
to the industrial sector of this country.

These three rules that we are dealing
with are going to have a dramatically
negative impact on cement production
in America. Foreign imports currently
make up more than 20 percent of total
U.S. cement sales, and that number is
going to grow if these regulations are
implemented.

Many of these foreign producers, as
has been pointed out by some of the
previous speakers, do not operate with
anything close to the types of regula-
tions that we are talking about here
today, whether they be in Europe or
Mexico, China or elsewhere. And as has
been stated previously, close to 20 per-
cent of all cement production facilities
in this country are likely to close as a
result of these three rules.

What are they? It’s NESHAP rule,
which cobbles together a whole range
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of different performance characteris-
tics for different pollutants without de-
termining if it is possible for any single
cement plant to comply with all the
various standards simultaneously.

Also one called CISWI—and I won’t
read the acronym—but that is going to
have an impact on the ability to use
solid waste in the form of tires, waste
plastics, and other materials that we
use in cement plants. This material
would be land-filled. We’d have un-
sightly tire piles all over America,
breeding grounds for mosquitos and
West Nile virus. We burn them in ce-
ment plants. They have high Btu con-
tent. This will make it much more dif-
ficult, these rules, if they are imple-
mented. So we have to stop it.

So what this bill does, it scraps its
three existing rules and requires the
EPA administrator to develop and pro-
pose more realistic and achievable reg-
ulations within 15 months. This is com-
pletely reasonable. Support this. This
is about protecting American jobs. I
urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote.

Mr. WAXMAN. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1%2 minutes to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA).

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I rise today in support of
H.R. 2681, and I just want to talk a lit-
tle bit about the real-world effects that
have been alluded to.

I have firsthand knowledge. My fam-
ily’s company, now owned by my cous-
ins, but a company started by my fa-
ther and my uncle has been in the Redi
Mix concrete business for over 40 years.
I own a sand and gravel company back
in Michigan.

I just want to point out that this is
actually not an attack on clean air, as
some of my colleagues on the other
side have said. This stops an attack on
the American worker. Let’s talk about
some of those real-world effects.

We will be buying more cement from
outside the United States, as has been
pointed out, and it is much dirtier pro-
duced over there. What are the chal-
lenges that we have been seeing in this
industry over the last few years?

We know that a soft economy means
less construction. Other challenges
that we have been dealing with: in-
creased fuel costs, increased health
care costs under ObamaCare and other
requirements, increased unemployment
insurance requirements, increased
labor regulations, now even greater
costs with little or no benefit directly
coming to us.

I don’t quite understand what my
colleagues on the other side think is